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m( ?Tfwqf ^ ipitn ^ rHHPdfeid 

IRT vflHt % ^ t— 

(3T) 1. His 1899 

2. ^ 1958 

3. 3lf9r 
2001 

4. «tri) sftft' 

1999 

> -, V * _ _^.* - _V* <& ■ * V* rv > 

C^J 

gnrm •^n ^gfgK % ^ 

3TW11 

[WTT-228/105/2003-^.i:!:?r.^.i (i)] 
3TU1 4ir^«l 


T>?'' . 


k: 

.i/>r -. 

U 

Jl. 


liS- i 

tl 


CABINET SECRETARIAT 

New Delhi, the 23rd March, 2004 

S. 0.793.— In exercise of the powers conferred bty: 
Section 3 of the Delhi Special Police Establishmenl Act,. 

1946 (ActNo. 25 (rf 1946), the Central Govemmeaitha'd^^ 
specifies all the officers in the following Acts as offimcca j 
which are to be investigated by D SPE namely:— > ^ 

(a) 1. IndianStamp Act, 1899 * 

2. Bombay Stamp Act, 1958 "i; 

3. AndhraPradeshCentredofOrgairised("rim6" ^ 
Act, 2001 

4. Maharashtra Control of Organised C'rime- ^ 
Act, 1999 

"and 

(b) Attempts, abetments and conspiracies in re 

to or in connection with one or more of the offibneea 
mentioned above and any other offetKe or offcnc^/|i 
committed in the course of the same transaction or atising 
out of the same facts. t ^ 

[No. 228/105/2003-DSFE 

SHUBHATHAKUR, Under Se(JF 


yljkt. 


937 GI/2004 


(1455) 
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794. — 

3Tf^Pl<4H, 1946 (1946 IT. 25) 5 

^ 39^171 (1 ) 3?^ ^ I 4i<ci HimT'tl W 

^3TT^Tf^?TT^15-3-2004 # fe 

( ) ■^. 522/2003'^' (h5I<, 

■g^, <+4U4 j, h^k'i’^, «t'ii<n, '^TfRem^ 

%T^ tWT "^f^" 3TW? ^ ^ 

"q^ "Rt, '^, M.'t*, T^, ^ 

^f^3TT t ^ -^TT 

^ 31^cT^ ^iPemnsiq 

sTTO^’ '^’ TT ■3Tf«r^ 3TRT^ "q;^ 

arro’-if “fj" 

■3^”^ ^r 3m«r ^ 

-jf^RT vm^ % ^ «Tf^<=wRni 

Tq 7q^ TT^ T( ■'OTt 11 

- 228/105/2003-^,'q^.^.i(ii)] 

31^c4H<*»-T^ 

f^ITT 


5f7H argn^r ®Tr^ 


1. 54HT ■gSHf 

'iT.'q.'RfF. ^nrr 255 , 256, 


257, 258, 259, 260,467, 468, 

TT^ 50S/2003 

505/2003 09-11 -2003 

09-11-2003 

469, 471, 489-A, 489-C, 
489-D, 489-E, 414, 420, T?;’^ 
^ ^ 25( 1) 
(b)(a), 26, 35-q^WlH q,4€ 

^«ntr 12/13 



TpRRT 

5f7H 3m^4 "3^ 




1. «TPn ■q^-^^TTfTTRT, "^5^ 

^ ^ 258, 259, 

^ aT9TT^ 7t'!^ 

260 % 1 

130/2003 

_. 


[Part II —Sec. 3(ii)] 

3RRr^‘^p®n'q?[ 5^HT 

u ^_ ■ _ ' '" • • 

1, «IPTT «n^IR, ^ ^RI 258, 260, 

■2|5T 3m«I 116/99 468, 471,3f?k 420 ^ 3I#11 

2. «IPTT'4R3TT-4, ■q^'q^ '1T.‘q.'^?%.^ 255, 258, 

37W^ 259, 260, 420 ^hIocI 120-B 

^ ^ 120-B, 255, 
258, 259, 260, 263-A, 420, 
471, 472, 474, 34 

1899 

^ «IRr 64(c), 69(b) Sec. 
3(i)(ii)>3(2),3( 4), 3(5) 
T3^ <*'^61 

sFT^ 3Tf^Pl*lH, 2001 ^ 
qKI 4 % 3T«ibT I 




trwrn^ 

jfHT «1F1T 




1. Cj,c6lT5l; 3mv 

vrr.^^.' ^ 255, 258, 

u 577/2000 

420 % I 

2. «1PTT *1T 

^ «IR1 255, 258, 

•^3m«TU 667/2000 

420^^^!^^ ^12 


%3T%ib!l 




sfTR 3rRWR1^ "qT^ «1HT 

f^^«TRnt 



1 2 

3 


T «IPTT ^1%^, 4M(r?lT ^IRT 255, 258, 

109/97 471, 472, 418 3^1^420 % 


2. «IPTT 3TR ^ W, ^ ^IRT 464, 468, 

176/99 471, 472, 420, r/w 120B % 

3T«N| 


82/2000 

3. *HMI y,t1 3T1^ 
SPRm'H. 1/2003 


V 






3 
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1 2 3 

3. «THI 7^, ■^. m] 255, 256, 

■?M ^ «mRW -^T. 257, 258, 259, 260,465, 

545/2000 i7^ 467, 468,471, 472, 473, 474, 

19-8-2000 475,420 r/w 120-B %3T#T I 

4. qm HlilfilMI, MT. qRr 255, 256, 

■?M «mRW ^.1100/ 257, 258, 259, 260,465, 468, 

20021^. 6-10-2002 420 TTTfecT ^RT 120-^ % 

3TMhl 

5. qm fqqpTR, fq# qr. qm 255, 256, 

■^MqjT^rroq'q. 204/ 257, 258, 259, 260,419, 420, 

2002 •fe 18-10-2002 489-Br/w 120-B%3Tlftq| 

6. qHT -^qr, fq^ qr.^. qj^qm464,468, 

TMqjramqu 44/ 471,420 , 120-b%3t#ti 

2003^^.21-1-2003 

7. qnr qr^jz, 4’qeil< qr. qft qro 255,256, 

■?Mq^«rqRfqq. 17/ 259,463,471,420 %«TqHi 

1998 f^. 24-1-98 

8. qm qwq qr. % qft qra 256, 

■?M qqqqq. 332/ 257, 258,259,260,261,465, 

1999 f^. 9 -6 -99 467, 468,472, 474, 473,420 

r/w 120-B%3T#TI 


1 2 

-srfqf^ qft qm 3, 4, 24 

q^ciqR f^qqr srf^i^Tqq 
■ qiq, 7, vi2 .13 (2) % 
srqH r • 

2. ^o#o^o qr. Ti ^ qro 120 B, 255,. 

#o3Tl^o:^o- 258, 259, 260,465, 468, 471,. 

^q^-5 q»T 3mq q. 34%3Tq|qi 

73/02 f^qiqr 17-07-02 

3. T^q ^ T^qpf qjqr qr. ^ isf^. q^t qqr 120-B, 

qjrqqqqq. 355/95 466, 468, 471, 34 qqfeq 

f^qTqi3-6-l995 wqqfqfqqqqjt^ 

63%31#TI 

4. ■^o'qi’o'q^o qr, q%. qft qRT 120-B, 

#oailfo:^o-^q5lf-5 255, 258, 259, 465, 467, 

qST 3TWiq. 6/2003 468, 420 'HWfdd '5*^^ Wq 

qlqfqqq qJt qiq 63 % qqtq i 

5. ^0#0^0 qr, qf^, qft qjq 255, 

#o3n^o^o-^^-5 258,259, 466,467, 468,4*^1, 

qsr srqiqK 148/2002 420,34 qqfeq wq 

qfq^iqq qft qro 63 % I 


9. qm qr. % q%. q?^ qiq 258,259, 

fq^qt^qirqqqq %3TqNi 

q.- 532/2000 f^qjqr 
16-5-2000 

10. qjqr qr. q%. q^ qm 255,269, 

q^ 3mq 
q. 421/2001 %Tq^ 

23-7-2001 




qrq anqqq^'^ qm 

q. 

f^qqftqRHl 

1 2 

3 


qr. 1;. q?^ qiq 120-B 

216, 218, 221, 295, 256, 
257, 258, 259, 260, 263 (A) 
403,419,420, 467,468, 471, 
472,473, 474,475, 476,109, 
34 qMPdd qm 63 (A)q^ 


6. ^oqto^o qr. X q%. qjt qro 120-B r/w, 

qtoqifo:^o-^q5I^-5 255, 258, 259,260, 466,467, 
q»T3mqq 143/2002 468, 471, 420 qqfeq'giql 

TSFq 3Tfqf^ q?y qiq 63 

%3Tqtqi 

7. '^o'^oq^o qr. X q%, qJt qiq 465, 466, 

#o3qfo:^o-^-5 467, 468,471,472, 473, 474, 

qirsrqRiqq. 78/98 4ii, 420, 34 qqfeq 

wq fqnq^ 1934 

q3Tf^i7 3iik 40 qqfqq 
^1**^ 1958 •Srfqfqqq 
62, 63%3iqtqi 

8. ■5^qnT%3rqTq qr. qf^ qm 258, 259 , 

qi5TT 125/2001 471, 472, 34,qqfe?T Teh 

f^qfqn6-3-200i arfqlqqq qf^ qnrr 63 % 

3?q^l 

9. ^o#o^o qr. JT. 7%, qft qRT 120-B, 

q^oSTlfo-^o-^-S 258, 468, 47i,420qqfeq 

q^ariRiqq 155/2002 wq qfq^m qft qRT 

63%3iqtqi 


1. q^qr^ qHrqTT 
^nroqq 135/02 
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10 . 


154/2002 


11. TTIHHI 

48/92 

26- 8-1992 

12. 2TFn 
225/1995 

12-5-1995 

13. 8TPTI ^ 3TWT 
109/99 
23-2-1999 

14. ^o'hIo'^o 
Tfl‘>'3n^o^o-Ti;q^ 

^ ^ 3TW^1 

■?T. 51/2001 
7-7-2001 

15. 31H Ti-RFf 

239/2002 

11-7-2002 

16. «1PTT 

571/2001 

27- 12-2001 

17. fT#TTO?TPTT 

^ 307/99 

14-12-1999 


18. 

■?flo3Tlfo^o 

68/2002 

29-08-2001 

19- Tkr^«1PTT 

^ 3TKr‘1'^. 274/1999 
22-08-1999 


m ^ ^ «W120-B, 255, 

258, 468, 471,472, 473, 
420, 34 TSFq 

•srf^WT ^ «jnT 63 % 
37«fkt 

■eft. ^ «lRr 261, 262, 
409, 420, 465,467, 471 

^ 3#. ^ «TRr 261, 262, 
263, 420, 34 %3T#1| 

^ ^ ^ 258, 259, 

260% 3?ti%TI 

m ■?!%. %I «TRr 259, 465, 
467, 468, 471, 474, 420, 
34 %3n7mi 


vr. %f VRT 255, 256, 
258, 259'^'?OT«rfMfWT 
«rm 63 % 3Ttifh I 

«JRT 258, 259, 

%3TEf%l 

%I «rm255, 256, 

257, 258, 259, 260, 263, 
(A)(l)(a)(b)(c),20l,379, 
465,467,468,471,420,120-B 
34, ■HMfdd Wl^‘ 

1898 %I «imi6 
«im 60 % I 

^ %I «{RI 302,120-B, 
144, 148, 149, 201 % 

^ "efl. %I ^ 255, 257, 

258, 259, 260, 420, 467 % 

I 


20. 8TT% W «1HT 

131/2001 


21, W3^«lHr^3m«T 

123/2000 


22. TO «IHr ^ TOW 
U 788/95 1WF 
05-08-1995 

23. *IHr HiRi'sh 

■^M^tow 

H 379/2003 


1. *rHT f^tni "3^ 

24 WHT 3PRW 
■’fil94l%^15-6-2002 


1“^osn^o^o 

^TOWK 2/2002 
2, '^O^fn^o'^o 

'm TOWU 7/2002 


’ll. 'Hft. %I TO 255, 257, 
258, 260, 261, 263, 263 (A) 
120-B, 420, 471, 468 3^1^63 
(A) (B) %«Tt%n 

Vr. ^ %[ TO 120-'%, 

225, 256, 257, 258, 259, 
120, 160, 467, 468, 472 
%«?*?%) 

%t mi 255, 
258, 259, 260, 420, 34 
% 

m TOT 261, 

262, 263, (A) (B),489(A) 


vr. ^ lafF. TO 255, 256, 
257, 258, 259, 260,261, 

262, 263, 467, 471 474, 
477, 489A, 489B, 48 
489D, 120B, 121,121 A, 420 
TOT 


■ ■m. t; TOT 465, 467, 

420, 474, 475, 258 3?IT 259 
%.'3T«%T I 

'IT, ^ TOT 465, 467, 

420, 474, 475, 255, 258 3%: 
259%«T#TI 


(C), 420r/w34%3TtThl 


TOT^Wm^TOT 1¥%%tTOnt 


25/27% 


SFIT TOltT-^flSmTJ^ tot fqf^%tTOTR 
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ANNEXURE~j“A 


WR 3rTOt?Wm^«THT 
■H. 

1. «THT ^ 

acrm^ 223/CR/03/ 
CC 395/03 


^ ^ 489A, 489 
B, 489 C, 489 D, 255, 257, 
120B%3?^1 






sfm «7HT 


1. *TrTT 

^3TWfU 778/2003 
Tjo^ofto "H. 687 

19-12-2003 

2. «THT q'ifli'N, 
■5R3TWtU 483/2003 
'Slo'^o'fto ■^. 285 
1^^23-11-2003 

3. «iPTT teranr, 

U 248/2003 




»1T.^.'^, ' 3 ^ <?RT 420, 406 
409,1^ ■’E^n T?;^ ^ *jn7T, 
64C 1^69%3I#TI 

^ 420, 257, 
258 


-srI 176, 255, 
258, 259,420,467,468, 471, 
409 ^ 64# 

69 % 3?^ I 


New Delhi, the 23rd March, 2004 

S. O. 794.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (1) of Section 5 of the Delhi Special Police 
Est^Ushment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 of 1946), the Central 
Government as per the order dated 15-3-2004 of the Hon’blc 
Supreme Court of India passed in the Writ Petition (Qvil) 
No. 522/2003, hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction 
of the members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment 
to the whole of States of Bihar, Gujarat, Andhra Pradesh, 
Madhya Pradesh, Karnataka, Maharashtra, West Bengal, 
Tamil Nadu, Kerala and Uttar Pradesh for investigation of 
the offences under relevant Sections and cases mentioned 
in the enclosed Aimexures A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, I and J 
respectively and attempts, abetments and conspiracies in 
relation to or connection with one or more of offences 
mentioned in the enclosed Annexures and any other 
offence or offences committed in the course of the same 
transation or arising out of the same facts. 

[No. 228/105/2003-DSPE(ii)] 
SHUBHATHAKUR, Under Secy. 


BIHAR 


nmeiNO. 


No. Police Station 

1. Crime No. 505/2003 
dated9-ll-2003of 
PS Patna Kotwali, 
Bihar 


ections of Law 


U/s 255,256,257,258,2^9, 
260, 467, 468, 469, 47lL 
489-A, 489-C, 4894), 489-E, 
414,420, IPC and Sectio^ 
25(l)(bXa),26,35Aitns| 
Act and 12/13 Stamp A^ 


ANNEXUR&l^ 


GUJARAT 


SI. Crime NoT^£ Section of Law 

No. Police Station _ - __ 

1. Crime No. 130/2003 of U/s 258,259,260 IPC 
Athwahnes PS, 

Surat City. ___ 


ANNEXURE^ 


SL Crime No. & 

No. Police Station _ 

1. Crime No. 116/99 of 
PS Begum Bazar, 
Hyderabad 

2. Crime No. 82/2000 of 
IVTown,L&0, PS 
Mzag. 

3. CrimeNo. 1/2003 of 


ANDHRA PRADESH 

Section of Law 


U/s258,260,468,471^d 
and 420 IPC i 


U/s. 255,258,259,260, [120 
r/wl20-BIPC i 


CrimeNo. 1/2003 of U/s. 120-B, 255,258,259, 

AP Ccmtrol of Organi- 260,263-A, 420,471,472, 

sed Crime Act, 2001 474,34 IPC r/w Sec. 64 [c), 

of SIT P S. 69(b), of Indian Stamp Act, 

1899-Sec. 3(i)(ii),3(2Xp(4), 
3(5) and 4 of AP Control of 
Organised Crime Act, 2001. 


ANNEXUR^i—D 

__ MADHYA PRADESH _| 

SI. Crime No. & Sections of Law 

No. Police Station _ 

1. CrimeNo. 577/2000 of U/s255,258,4201PC 

PS Tukoganj, Indore 

1 CrimeNo. 667/2000of U/s. 255,258,420 IPC and 
PS Kotwali, Distt, Dhar Sec. 12 of Stamp Act _ 
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KARNAX4KA 


ANNEXURE-^: 


Sections of Law 


1. Crime No. 109/97 
dt. 10-4-97 of PS City 
Market, Bangalore City 


1 


Station 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


2. Crime No. 176/99 
dt.2I-5-99ofPSRT 
Nagar, Bangalorti City 

3. Crime No. 545/2000 
dt. 19-8-2000 of PS 
Uppari)et, Bangalore 
City 

4. Crmic No. 1100/2002 
dt. 6-10-2002 of PS 
Madiw'ala, Bangalore 
City 

5. Crime No. 204/2002 
dt. 18-10-2002 of PS 
Vidya Nagar, Hubli 
City 

6. Crime No. 44/2003 
dt. 21-1-2003 of PS 
Peenya. Bangalore 
City 

7. Crime N o. 17/1998 
dl. 24-1-98 of PS City 
Market. Bangalore 
City 

8. Crime No. 332/1999 
dt. 9-6-99 of PS 
Yashwa)1tlipur, 
Bangalore Cit>' 

9. Crime No. 532/200[) 
dl. 16-5-2000 of PS 
Ulsoorgatc. Bangalore 
Cit> 

10. Crime No. 421/2001 
dt. 23-7-2001 of PS 
Ulsoorgate. Bangalore 


u/s255,258,471,472,418 
ancl420IPC 


u/s464,468,471,472,420 
r/wl20-BIPC 


u/s 255,256,257,258,259, 
260,465,467,468,471,"472, 

473.474.475.420 r/w 120-B 
IPC 

ll/s 255, 256,257,258, 259, 

260.465.468.420 r/w 120-B 
IPC 


u/s255,256,257,258,259, 
260,419,420,489-Br/w 
120-B IPC 


u/s 464,468,471,420, 
120-B IPC 


u/s 255,256,259,463,471, 
420 IPC 


u/s 256,257,258,259,260, 
261,465,467,468,472,474, 

473,420 r/w 120-B IPC 


u/s 258,259 IPC 


u/s 255,269 IPC 


2 Crime No. 73/02 dated 
17-7-02 ofDCBCID 
(L&iit-V) 

3. Crime No. 355/95 dated 
3-6-1995 ofPSMRA 
Marg 

4. Crime No. 6/2003 of 
DCBaD(Unit-V) 

5. CrimeNo. 148/2002 
ofDCB, CID (Unit-V). 

6. CrimeNo. 143/2002 
OfDCB, CID (Unit-V). 


8. CrimeNo. 125/2001 
dated 16-3-2001 of 
PS Mulund. 

9. CrimeNo. 155/2002 
ofDCB, CID (Unit-V). 

10 . CrimeNo. 154/2002 of 
DCB CID (Unit-V). 

11. Crime No. 48/92 dated 
28-6-1992 of General 
Branch. 

12. CrimeNo. 225/1995 
dated 12-5-1995 of 
PSDadar, 

13. CrimeNo. 109/99dated 
23-2-1999 of PS 
Oshiwara. 

14. Crime No. 51/2001 dated 
7-7-2001 ofDCB CID, 
(Airport Unit). 


263(A),403,419,420,467, 

468,471,472,473,474,475, 

476.109.34 IPC r/w Section 
63 (a) (b) Bombay Stamp 
Act and Sec. 3,4,24, of 
MCOC Actand Sec. 7,12, 
andl3(2)ofPCAct. 

u/s 120-B, 255,258,259, 

260.465.468.471.34 IPC 

u/s 120-B, 466,468,471, 

34 IPC r/w 63 Mumbai 
Stamp Act. 

u/s 120-B, 255,258,259, 

465.467.468.420, IPC 
r/w 63 Stamp Act. 

u/s 255,258,259,466,467, 

468.471.420, IPCiAv63 
Stamp Act. 

u/s 120-B, r/w 255,258, 
259,260,466,467,468,471, 
420, IPC r/w 63 Stamp Act. 


472,473,474,411,420,34 
IPC r/w Rule 17 and 40 of 
Mumbai Stamps Simply 
and Sales Rules, 1934 r/w 
62,63, Mumbai Stamp Act, 
1958 

u/s 258,259,471,472,34 
IPC r/w 63' Stamp Act. 

u/s 120-B, 258,468,471, 

420, IPC r/w 63 Stamp Act. 

u/s 120-B, 255,258,468, 
471,472,473,420-34 
IPC r/w 63 Stamp Act. 

u/s261,262,409,420, 
465,467,471 IPC 


u/s 261,262,263,420, 
34IPC 

u/s 258,259,260 IPC 


u/s 259,465,467,468,471, 

474,420,34 IPC 


City 




ANNEXURE—F 

IVIAHARASHTRA 

SI. 

Cnmc No. & 

Sections of Law 

No. 

Police Station 


1 

2 

3 


1. CrimeNo. 135/02 of u/s 120-B, 216,218,221, 

Bimdgarden, Police 295,256,257,258,259,260, 


7. Crime No. 78/98 OfDCB, u/s 465,466,467,468 471 
CID (Unit-V). ’ ’ 
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15. 


16. 


17. 


ANNEXURE-I 

KERALA 


18. 


19. 


dated 11-7-2002 of 

r/w 63 Stamp Act 

SI. CrimeNo. & 

Sections of Law 

PSMRAMarg. 


No. Police Station 


CrimeNo. 571/2001 

U/s 258,259, IPC 

1. CrimeNo. 223/CR/03/ 

U/s 489 A, 489 B, 489 C,‘ 

dated 27-12-2001 of 


CC 395/03 of PS. 

489 D, 255,257,120 B IPC 

PSV^ola. 


Thalassery. 


Crime No. 307/99 dated 

U/s 255,256,257,258,259, 



14-12-1999 of PS Nirmal 
Nagar. 

260,263 (A)(1) (a) (b)(c), 
201,379,465,467,468,471, 

ANNEXURE4 


420,120-B, 34 IPC r/w 16 
r/w 60 of Indian Post 

UTTAR PRADESH 


SI. "'feiimeNo. & 

Sections of Law 

Office Act, 1898 

CrimeNo. 68/2002 

U/s302,120-B, 144,148, 

No. Police Station 



clated29-08-2001, 

DCBCID. 

Crime No. 274/99 dated 
22-08-99, PS Mira Road. 


149,201 IPC 

U/s 255,257,258,259,260, 
420,467 IPC 


1. Crime No. 778/2003 FIR U/s4a0,406,409 IPC, 64 C 
No.687datedl9-12-2003 and€9 Stamp Act 
of PS Hazaratganj, 

Lucknow 


20. CrimeNo. 131/2001,PS U/s255,257,258,260,261, 

TlianeNagar. 263,263(A), 120-B, 420, 

471,468and63(A)(B)IPC 

21. CrimeNo. 123/2000, U/s 120-B, 225.256,257, 

PSSatpur. . 258,259,120,160,467,468, 

■ 472, IPC 

22. Crime No. 788/95 dated U/s 255,258,259,260,420, 

05-08-1995 PS Sa^. 34 IPC 

23. CrimeNo. 379/2003 of U/s261,262,263,263(A) 
PS Ambad, Nashik City. (B), 489 (A) (C), 420 r/w 



34IPC 


ANNEXURE4; 

WEST BENGAL 

SI. CrimeNo. & 
No. Police Station 

Sections of Law 

1. CrimeNo. 194 

U^ 255,256,257,258,259, 


dt. l5-6-2002ofPS 260,261,262,263,467,471, 

Rajarhat, Distt. North 474,477,489A, 489 B, 489 
24 Pargana C,489 D, 120 B, 121,121A, 


420, IPC and 25/27 Arms 
Act. _ 



ANNEXURE-H 


TAMIL NADU 

SI. CrimeNo. & 
No. Police Station 

Sections of Law 


1. Crime No. 2/2002 of U/s 465,467,420,474,475, 

C.B .CIDHqrs,Chennai, 258and259IPC 
Tamil Nadu 


2. Crime No, 7/2002 of C.B., U/s. 465,467,420,474,475, 
CID Hqrs., Chennai, 255,258 and 259 IPC 
Tamil Nadu. 


2. CrimeNo. 483/2003 FIR U/s. 420,257,258 IPC 
No. 285 dat^23-11-2003 

of PS Wazirgmij, 

Lucknow 

3. CrimeNo. 248/2003 of U/s. 176,255,258,259,420, 

PS Philkhana, Kanpur 467,468,471,409, IPC and 
City. 64 and 69 Indian Stamp 

Act. 


24 ■Rt4, 2004 

3m 795.—wsro 

1946 (1946 'H. 25 ) ^ 6 

■Mferr «rRr5^'3wa (i) wn Mtt ^ 

^ H •7^ (■5^) IWT^ 3 TfiiR|^ 

TT. 2/8(20)2003-XT^i^J^27^3Mtft, 2004 TTM 

•^nSfjR ^ ihiPH'H '4r%f5Ml, ri# ) 

FWT, ’mN 

I860 (I860 'H. 45) 0^ 'TRF 364“1^ 

3?R: 368 % ■H. 181 (11) 

2003 ^3TMr y 

afrt “HR -stmt 

TIM ^ 

[TT. 228/12/2004-‘3^.1^.i^.i] 
3MTTli^ 
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New Deltii, the 24th March, 2004 

S. O. 795.— In exercise of powers conferred by 
Sub-section (1) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 of 
1946), the Central Government with the consent of the 
Government of Manipur vide Manipur Secretariat Home 
(Police) Department Notification No. 2/8(20)2003-H dated 
27-1-2004 hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of 
the niembens of Delhi Special Police Establishment to the 
whole State of Manipur for investigation of case F.I.R, No. 
181(11) 2003 registered at Lamphel Police Station, Inphal, 
West District, Manipur u/s 364-A/368 of the Indian Penal 
Code regarding kidnapping of Ms. Lungnila Elizabeth d/o 
Sh. Frattcis Ngajokpa, Hon’ble Minister (GAD/Taxation), 
Manipur and attempts, abetments and conspiracy in 
relation to or in connection with the offences mentioned 
above and any other offences committed in the course of 
same transaction or arising out of the same facts. 

[No. 228/12/2004-DSPEl 
_ SHUBHATHAKUR, Under Secy. 

( ) 

M 11 2004 

TZTvq 

3Tr. 796. —1899 (1899 

(1) %Tsfe (^) ^R l MetTi 

RRPt RRtt tRT^Rl ^ ^ RTfi 

RR?ft t f^RT^T 1 ¥r, ^ 

RTR ?fm eTTQ % TIRR '*1^ % 

% 9.20 RfcT^RT 

TiTTfi TTT^ -gj)-3^ 

% f I 

[Tf, 6/2004-WR/RiT. 7T. 33/35/2003-1%.'^. ] 
3TR. Rff. 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department erf Revenue) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 1 IthMarch, 2004 
STAMPS 

S. O. 796.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (a) of Sub-section (1) of Section 9 of Indian Stamp 
Act, 1899 (2 of 1899). tlie Central Government hereby remits 


the duty with which the bonds described as 9.20% Water 
and Sanitation Pooled Fund Bonds in the nature of 
promissory notes aggregating to repees thirty crore forty 
one lakh only issued by Water and Sanitation Pooled Fun^ 
Tamil Nadu, are chargeable under the said Act. 

[No. 6/2004-Stanips/F. No. 33/35/2003-STl 
R. G. CHHABRA, Under Secy. 

311^ 

^ 11 2004 




STT. 797.—WIH 1899 (1899 

^2) RIjf «^Kr9^^«IRI (1) %Rr5(7l) 


PnPiis, ^ Rm eTR5 "^RIR 

RRT ^ 'WiTAR aSRSIT ^ 

RRtfl t, W ^ ^ '3!T% ^xifg 

4I<H ^irer R^t f'SIK %R*m 
% ■^fhfcT 1045054 «TT^#3TT^Ri3ftT^ ^ «rg5[%T 

FsIHI-wi (1^RR=sR, 2003 f¥fR) RTR2RR%^FnTT 

wfti 


[R. 7/2004“R3FVRiT. R. 33/15/2004-1 r.'^.] 
3TR. Rft. 3RSR RfM*l 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 1 IthMarch, 2004 
STAMPS 

S. 0.797.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (b) of Sub-section (1) of Section 9of Indian Stamp 
Act, 1899 (2 (rf 1899), the Central CJovernmeirtherdy permits 
ICICI Bank Limited, Mumbai to pay consolidated stamp 
duty of rupees one crore ninety five lakh ninety four 
thousand seven hundered sixty three only chargeable on 
account of the stamp duty on 1045054 ICICI Bank 
Unsecured Redeemable Bonds (December, 2003 Issue) in 
the nature of Debentures aggregating to repees five 
hundered twenty two crores fifty two lakh seventy 
thousand only, to be issued by the said Bank. 

[No. 7/2004-Stamps/F. No. 33/15/2004-ST| 

R G. CHHABRA, Under Secy. 

(^^l^URRT) 

M 23 rH, 2004 

RJT. 31T. 798.—«l4i4)l'0 'RfidlflRH, 1949 (1949 

10) Rtf tlRT 56 %RmRfe<T RRT 53 ^ VIPk I RT 4F)T 




[MTTII—3(ii)] 


2004 /^ 14 , 1926 


^wrm (i)% 

3^«r ^<<6 1 0 ^ «Tf^^-44i % y«6i!iiH ^ 

31 "Rr^, 2006 TW n:1<r1l W*lctl 
cif^cri'ii'g <.!'«{ RT 5')*^'! I 

[m'^T. 1 (4)/2004-'Q:?ft] 

(Departmeiit of Ecoiumic Affairs) 

(Banking Devision) 

New Delhi, the 23rd March, 2004 
S. O. 798.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 53 read with section 56 of the Banking Regulation 
Act, 1949 (10 of 1949) the Central Government on 
recommendation of the Reserve Bank of India declares that 
the provisions of sub-sectidn (1) of Section 11 of the said 
Act shall not apply to The Dharmapuri District Central Co¬ 
operative Bank Limited, Dharmapuri, Tamil Nadu from the 
date of piAlication of this notification in the Official Gazette 
tiU 31st March, 2006. 

[F.No. l(4)/2004-AC] ' 
KHARG SINGH, Under Secy. 
25 2004 

cCT.3ff. 799 .—^ (^^ «'i«t«t) 

T5!^, 1980 % 3 % dHtaS (1) % 

1980^«IKT 

9 ^' 3 WTf ( 3 ) %3Sfe (^) ^WSTC;^ '2PT il*4Vl 

^ Hi^ \ i (2)-^ PqPift^ 

^sqfsRpif ^ llMFf ^ 2^1^* TT?? "RT "3^^ 

rfsn^ srfriPPTfr ^ 'ft ^>1^ 

(3) ft % WT (1) "ft 

%^ft : 


dlR4*l 


CO_ 


5ft eftu^^JRK 

ff^uRTn, 

9ft ^RR, ?ft 

__ 

[RR.ft. 9/11/20W-ft^-1 (ii)] 


M'flN 


9ft 


NewDelhi, the 25thMarch, 2004 

S. O. 799.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (b) of sub-section (3) of Section 9 of the Bank ing 
Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of UndeJi. kings) 
Act, 1980 read with sub-clause (1) of clau j of the 
Nationalized Banks (Management and Mia ’ ;‘^ous 
Provisions) Scheme, 1980, the Central Government heieny 
nominates the persons specified in column (2) oi tiie table 
below as directors of the Banks specified in column (1) 
thereof in place of the persons specified in column (3) of 
the said table, with immediate effect and until further or iers 
or till they ceases to be an officer of Ministry of Fimince 
whichever is eariler:— 

lABije 


Corporation Sliri G. R, Summan, ShriPradipKumfr 
Bank Director, 

Banking DivKion, 

Ministry of Finant^, 

NewDelbJ. 

Panjab and Shri Sndesh Kumar, Shii G, ft Sunnretn 

Sind Bank Director, 

Banking Division, 

Ministry of Finance, 

_ NewDelhi _ ' _ 

[F.No. 9/1 l/2004-BO-l(ii)i 
RAMESH CHNAD, Under Sec^^ 
^ 25 Rift, 2004 

cJJT. 3R* 800.—(RRR RR 
^?RftR, 1970 % 3 % (1) ft? RTR R^tT 

4)Ufft (“SRstiRfR>rarftRRRaftRR) 1970RftRRT 

9Rft3RRRf (3)%ij^C^)l5Rr«<i^ Vir^WRfRnRftT’TRRft 
^ ftlftf^RR wt (2) ftlR^ 

Rft 'ft ^ ^ 

ftRMRft TTRJ, ft!R5T?1R 

(3 ) ft ^ R7 (l)ft1^R^ft^ 

% % '^R ft Mirnh ft 

HlPcT ^ 




-s\. 31#F dlPe^, ?ft 
teRRim, Rlft^^lTRT, 


937 GI/2004—2 
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0)_ (2) _(3)_ 

#%. TT^. 

C"^^) 

<- "^^TZ ■y'^TFT, 

Tf*f ®cil4), R;crcrft i 

|Nf7 M^RT^ "^T. 

) 

fq'HMi, 
f^frT H4l<H-4, 

®crit«n, 1 

[^. 9/11/2004-'5ft3ltI(i)] 

New Delhi, the 25th Malch, 2004 

S. O. 800.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (b) of Sub-section (3) of Section 9 of the Banking 
Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) 
Act. 1970 read with sub-clause (1) of clause 3 of the 
Nationalized Banks (Management and Misellaneous Pro¬ 
visions) Scheme, 1970, the Central Government hereby 
nominates the persons specified in column (2) of the table 
below as dii ectors of the banks specified in column (1) 
thereof in place of the persons specified in column (3) of 
tlie said table, with immediate effect and until further or¬ 
ders or till they ceases to be an officer of Ministry of 
Finance, whichever is earlier:— 


tabu: 

(T) 



UCOBank 

Dr, Ashok Lahiri, 
ChiefEconomic 
Adviser, Ministry 
of Finance, North 
Block, New Delhi 

Shri Sudesh 
Kumar 

Indian Cheiseas 
Bank 

Shri K. S. Menon, 
Joint Secretary 
(Budget), Budget 
Division, Ministry 
of Finance, North 
Block, New Delhi 

ShriPraueep 
Kumar Deb 


(1) _i2)_ (3) 

Bank of Maha- Shri Subhash Garg, Dr. Tarun Das 

rashtra Joint Secretary 

(PF-I), Department 
ofExpenditure, 

Ministry of Finance, 

North Block, 

New Delhi 

Central Bank ShriU. K. Sinha, Against vacant 

of India Joint Secretary, post 

(Capital Market) 

Ministry of Finance, 

North Block, 

New Delhi 


(F.No. 9/ll/2004-B.O.I(i)] 
RAMESH CHAND, Under Secy. 

25 2004 

31T. 801.—^ (3t^^ 

3Tf«ffWT, 1959^*lRr25^'5TW(1)%‘Gr^('^)BKT 
■SR;^ ^ ^ ^ l(d^SRI, 

rT^'Rt 44^ ^ 

( 3 ) % WT 

■qr (1) ■^* TR ■^5^* % ■'TlfinT 


t:- 


(1) 

(2) (3) 


it. 'iRBH, itimwpit 




it it ^ 



'^Z 4TPT) 

i uh.cft. ftfi, it it.'it. 

3t*tFt, 

HqKri’H, fqcnl 

"tsF 3TPF 

37?!T5 ■qqiqol, 

«ciioh, 

tie ^ii'n 

it 1^. «trTO, it ~it. 


til'qq, 8*1FI, 


4 


i 
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0) _(2)_ (3) 

"^Z % 3TrF 1^. ■^. %. '31^ 

3?^ ‘STHm, 

1 % M 

[xrq?. U 9/11/2004--sM-K iii) ] 
’Sflrar 

New Delhi, the 25th March, 2004 

S.O. 801.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (e) of Sub-section (1) of Section 25 of the State Bank 
of India (Subsidiary Banks) Act, 1959, the Central Govern¬ 
ment, hereby nominates the persons specified in column 
(2) of the table below as directors of the banks specified in 
column (1) thereof in place of the persons specified in col¬ 
umn (3) of the said table, with immediate effect and until 
further orders or till they ceases to be an officer of Ministry 
of Finance, whichever is earlier 
lABLE 



m 

U) 

State Bank of 
Patiala 

ShriD.P. Bhardwaj 
Undersecretary, 
Banking Division, 
Ministry of Finance, 
New Delhi. 

ShriMangal 

Marandi 

State Bank of 
Hyderabad 

Shri S.P.S. Sangwan, 
Under Secretary, 
Banking Division, 
Ministry of Finance, 
New Delhi. 

ShriRamesh 

Chand 

State Bank of 
Mysore 

ShriG. B. Singh, 
Under Secretrary, 
Banking Division, 
Ministry of Finance, 
New Delhi. 

ShriB.D. 

Berwal 

State Bank of 
Saurashtra 

Shri Atanu Chakra- 
varti Director, Plan 
Finance, D/o Ex¬ 
penditure, North 
Block, New Delhi. 

ShriKrishan, 

LaL 

State Bank of 
Travancore 

Shri A. Thomas 

Under Secretary, 
Banking Division, 
Ministry of Finance, 
New Delhi. 

ShriD. Chou- 
dhary 

State Bank of 
Indore 

ShriM. \fenktesh- 
warlu. Under Secre¬ 
tary, Banking Divi¬ 
sion, Ministry of 
Finance, New Delhi. 

ShriS.K. 

Thakur 


[F. No. 9/ll/2004-B.O.I(iii)] 


17 2004 

31T. 802.—3Tf%ircf (WT 


(^) 


«rWppn948 (l948^41^)^t^Kr2%3Nf) 

% titehk ’IRcT ^ "R^fFr 

1 ^. •%. 17-03-2004 

’Srfiichtd ^ 

[^.^.-4330/01/20(1)4} 


'5^'Sv Ri? (■%^) 

MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
(C.P.V. Wviskm) 

New Delhi, the 17th March, 2004 


S. O. 802.—In pursuance of the clause (a) of 
Section 2 of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oalt 
and fees) Act, 1948 (41 of 1948), the (Central Govemnje: 
hereby authorise Shri A, M. J. Chandran, Assistant in 
(Consulate General of India, Shanghai to perform the du^i 
of Assistant (Consular Officer with effect from 17-03-2' 


the 

hs 

nt 

^he 

es 


004. 

[No. 14330/01/2004] 
U. S. RAWAT, Under Secy. (C!ons.) 
17^, 2004 

m 803 .—(nm 
^pF) 3(fid¥R1948 (1948^41^) 2 %%»(^) 

%qcTtfSRI MRtT ^ 

^ ^ 17-03-2004 % 

^ <+><<0 % 1 

1 . , 

2 . ^ 

[U^.-4330/01/20(>4} 

1 % tm, 3T^ 

New Delhi, the 17th March, 2004 


S. O. 803.—In pursuance of the clause (a) of the 
Section 2 of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oiiths 
and fees) Act, 1948 (41 of 1948), the Central Govemn ent 
hereby authorise following Assistants in the Embass;^ of 
India, Bahrain to perform the duties of Assistant Consular 
Officer with effect fiom 17-03 - 2 OO 4 .- 


1. Shri Sajjan Singh 

2. Shri Amos Tudu 


[No.T4330/01/2(^] 


m 




RAMESH CHAND, Under Secy. 


U.S. RAWAT, Under Secy. (Cons.) 
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nw^, 2004 

804.— 

^ ^ «64^|0 

( 4J|1=6<'J|, fl^TTfT'lT«n fWT, 1976 ^ 

lTTf «rTT^ •— 

1. (1) FI ^ 'MfT 5f)4=4Rl (Sb^ni, 

fT'i^ ?T«n 3T%T) 1%^, 2004 W 1 

( 2 ) "^ M<<=hM^ y<4ilVM % f^ 

- ^■FFfTf'<T%'5fK^3r^#tl 

2. (^Tf5FT4, fH4-4«l cT8n3^^) 

f^, 1976 (5) % ^ 1¥m 7 % 3RFf(T 

Pi^^RiRaci 'TT-Ihth :'— 

“( 6 ) 

Wm t ^ ^ ftToift?T 

^ PidHd ^ 3rfW5?J ^ WT Snf«m<1 

^ TFft^ ^nrnfr fi ^ % 

•37T^ ■^nr fC<<2i4'^ Pl<H*®l'1 3ir?rf^% 

■R T5 "^TTlsin «F^ ■^srrft ^«ei|' t^ 

r^cT^I TT^^ '^’ TT^# ^ 

( 7 ) ( 5 ) '^* TRlfW 1%^ W %1^ ^ W 

(1 ) ^ (2) % cTFTf^F^W'^I^^W 
^ f TcT^ ^ 3?T^ ^ ^ ^-aqRa 

^ #TT ^Tlff 1 ^'^ a??Sff^ % W^i ^ 

aTFf^^^TqT^I*' 

[K 2/5/1/98 'V] 
^ -3^ 

1^^; 1-4-1976% MKcI % Wm (Wl) WI-II 
7FT^-3'^1^^r 1-4-1976 %'Q:H. 3ft. U 270 ('^)?[ra 

T^TTtf^ % 1 T TTT^ f :— 


5T7. tI, 

3#RpprT ■R. 

n^Hi<=h 

TT^T.aft.-H. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1. 

2/10(32)/76-I 

10-02-1977 

780 

12-03-1977 

2. 

2/10(32 )/76-I 

16-5-1977 

2127 

25-06-1977 

3. 

2/10(27)/76-I 

01-08-1977 

2709 

27-08-1977 

4. 

2/7(5)/77-I 

15-02-1978 

585 

25-02-1978 

5. 

2/7(5)/77-I 

27-05-1978 

1780 

17-06-1978 


1. 

. 2 

3 

4 

5 

6. 

2/9(l2)/74-in 16-03-1979 

1178 

07-04-1979 

7. 

9/4(l)/80-ffl 

26-05-1980 

1684 

21-06-1980 

8. 

9/4(1 )/80-ffl 

05-09-1980 

2586 

27-09-1980 

9. 

9/4(l)/80-III 

13-10-1980 

3299 

29-11-1980 

10. 

9/4(l)/80-in 

13-10-19^ 

3300 

29-11-1980 

11. 

9/4(l)/80-in 

20-12-1980 

215 

17-01-1981 

12. 

2/8(1 )/81-I 

28-08-1981 

2592 

03-10-1981 

13. 

2/8(l)/81-I 

16-07-1982 

3113 

04-09-1982 

14. 

2/9(l)/83-I(V) 29-07-1985 

4280 

14-09-1985 

15. 

2/5(l)/85-V 

02-01-1986 

510 

08-02-1986 

16. 

2/9(l)/83-I(V) 02-01-1986 

511 

08-02-1986 

17. 

2/5(l)/86-V 

17-03-1986 

1309 

29-03-1986 

18. 

2/5(2)/86-V 

20-10-1986 

3874 

15-11-1986 

19. 

2/5(1 )/90-VI 

01-01-1991 

99 

09-02-1991 

20. 

2/5(2 )/86-V 
(VI)(*!tIII) 

15-11-1991 

334 

01-02-1992 

21. 

2/5(1)/91-VI 

23-10-1^2 

2891 

21-11-1992 

22. 

2/5(1 )/95-V 

24-03-1995 

1029 

15-04-1995 

23. 

2/5(l)/91-V 

12-10-1995 

2856 

28-10-1995 

24. 

2/5(1 )/91-V 

27-03-1996 

1241 

20-04-1996 

25. 

2/5(1 )/95-V 

23-12-1997 

83 

10-01-1998 

26. 

2/5(1 )/98-V 

30-06-2000 

1763 

05-08-2000 

27. 

2/5(1 )/98-V 

27-12-2000 

34 

.13-02-200; 

28. 

2/5(1 )/98-V 

24-01-2001 

254 

10-02-2001 


DEPARTMENT OF SPACE 
Bangloie, the 18th March, 2004 ^ 

S. O. 804.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the proviso to article 309 of the Constitution, the President 
' hereby makes the following rules further to amend the 4 

Department of Space Employees’ (Classification, Control 
and Appeal) Rules, 1976, namely:— 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Department of 
Space Employees’ (Classification, Control and 
Appeal) A^ndmentRules, 2004. 

0)They shall come into force on the expiry of 
ninety days from the date of their publication in 
the Ofiicial Gazette 

2. In the Department of Space Employees’ 
(Classification, Control and i^peal) Rules, 1976, in rule 7, 
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after sub-rule (5), the following sub-rules shall be inserted, 
namely:— 

(6) An Order of suspension made or deemed to 
have been made under this rule shall be reviewed by the 
authority competent to modify or revoke the suspension, 
before expiry of ninety days from the date of order of 
suspension, on the recommendation of the Review 
Committee constituted for the pupose and pass orders 
cither extending or revoking the suspension .and any 
subsequent review shall be made before the expiry of the 
extended period of suspensionprovided that the extension 
of suspension shall not be for a period exceeding one 
hundred and eighty days at a time. 

(7). Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-rule 
(5), an order of suspension made or deemed to have been 
made under sub-rules (1) or (2) of this rule shall not be 
valid after a period ninety days unless it is extended after 
review, for a further period before the expiry of ninety days. ” 

[No. 2/5/1/98-V] 
VANI RAMACHA^RA, Dy. Secy. 

Note: The principal rules were published vide No. S. O. 
270(E) dated 1-4-1976 in the Gazette of India 
(Extraordinary) Part-II, Section-3, Sub-section (ii) 
dated 1-4-1976 and have been subsequently 
amended by:— 


SI. No. Notification No. 

Date ; 

S. O. No 

Date 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1. 

2/10(32)/76-I 

104)2-1977 

780 

12-03-1977 

2. 

2/10(32)/76-I 

164)5-1977 

2127 

254)6-1977 

3. 

2/I0(27)/76-I 

014)8-1977 

2709 

27-08-1977 

4. 

5/7(5)/77-l 

154)2-1978 

585 

254)2-1978 

5. 

2/7(5)/77-I 

274)5-1978 

1780 

174)6-1978 

6. 

2/9(12)/74-m 

164)3-1979 

1178 

07-04-1979 

7. 

9/4(l)/80-m 

264)5-1980 

1684 

21-06-1980 

8. 

9/4(1 )/80-in 

05-09-1980 

2586 

274)9-1980 

9. 

9/4(l)/80-in 

13-10-1980 

3299 

29-11-1980 

10. 

9/4(l)/80-in 

13-10-1980 

3300 

29-11-1980 

11. 

9/4(l)/80-in 

20-12-1980 

215 

17-01-1981 

12. 

2/8(l)/8l-l 

284)8-1981 

2592 

03-10-1981 

13. 

2/8(l)/81-I 

164)7-1982 

3113 

04-09-1982 

14. 

2/9(l)/83-I(V) 

294)7-1985 

4280 

144)9-1985 

15. 

2/5(l)/85-V 

02-01-1986 

510 

084)2-1986 

16. 

2/9(l)/83-I(V) 

02-01-1986 

511 

08-02-1986 

17. 

2/5(l)/86-V 

174)3-1986 

1309 

29-03-1986 

18. 

2/5(2)/86-V 

20-10-1986 

3874 

15-11-1986 

19. 

2/5(l)/90-VI 

014)1-1991 

99 

0902-1991 

20. 

2/5(2)/86-V(VI) 

15-11-1991 

334 

014)2-1992 


(\bl. HI) 






22. 2/5(l)/95-V 24-03-1995 1029 15-04-1^5 

23. 2/5(lV91-V 12-10-1995 2856 28-10-1^5 

24. 2/5(l)/91.V 27-03-1996 1241 2(M)4-1^ 

25. 2/5(l)/95-V 23-12-1997 83 l(M)i-1^8 

26. 2/5(l)/98-V 304)6-2000 1763 05-08-2(joO 

27. 2/5(lV98-V 27-12-2000 34 13 - 01 - 2 (ioi 

28. 2/5(l)/98-V 24-1-2001 254 l(M)2-2(joi 

i 

(i^nwt^vnT) I 

I 

23 2004 j 

3ir. 805.—fy56 
(1956 W 102 ) % sjni'an IgRI 

^ «IR114 % ^ 

RMrII "Sra t; ! 

^flr, "ST. ^ 

I^TePPT-515134, 

^ 14 ■Jpf 3^-VRt (i1) 

%'^(^) RtpqSFO 

t % xf -ST. ^ 3TTgf%R kt 

(^) 1-1-2004 6 31^; 3f8rqT ' 

I 

(15) "3^ 31^ -ST. Tfa 

'31*1 «n IJliitiPu ti<H^H-515134, 

31^1 ^ ^ t, ^ ^ ^ IFfT ^ TH 

1016/1/2004('H^-lh 

! 

it. 3?^ i?rf^ 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFAR^ 
(DepaiimentofHealfti) i 

New Delhi, the 23 rd March, 2004 

S.O. 805.—Whereas medical qualification 
granted by Northwestern University is a recognised medic al 
qualification for the purpose of the Indian Medical CouiKil 
Act, 1956 (102ofl956)undcr Section 14ofthesaidAc1; 

And whereas, Dr. Gorav Ailawadi, who possess t^e' 
said qualification is attached to Sri Sathya Sai Genet^ 
Hospital, PrasanthrNiIayam-515134, Ananthapur Distt., 
(A.P.), for the purpose of charitable work and not for 
personal gain; ~ 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of Sujj- 
section (1) of the Section 14 of the said Act, the Centrjal 
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Government hereby sf lecifies that the period of practice of 
medicine by Dr. Gorav Ailawadi in India shall be 
limited to:— 

(a) a period of six months from 1-1-2004 onwards; or 

(b) the period during which Dr Gorav Ailawadi is 
attached to Sri Sathya Sai General Hospital Prasanthi 
Nilayam, Ananthapur Distt., (A.P), whichever is shorter. 

[No. V-11016/1/2004-ME (Policy-I)] 

P. G. KALADHARAN, Under Secy. 

M 23 2004 

806.” 

(1956 Tn 102) % ■qd.-ilo, 'STO 31^ 

far4)c>H i w ^ tmr 14 % 

TT^TPrn 3rr^ 

aftr, -ST. WT, 31^ t, 

3Tl^ 3r?!TTR, ^-625020 (•^R.eqci) 

^3TRb4: — 

(^) 1-1-2004 6 

^ 3T^WT, 3Rf^ 

^ ^ i PfHdd , -^R, ■R^- 62 S 020 ^ f’li 
thPHcl I 

[•5T5TT^-11016/1/2003-tIR^ (ii^-l)] 
ii. "sfl. shdltRui, 3T^ RTf^ 
New De lhi, the 23id March, 2004 

S. O. 806,—Whereas medical qualification DCO, 
granted by University' of Chitagong is a recognised medical 
qualification for the jmrpose of the Indian Medical Council 
Act, 1956 (102 of 1956) under Section 14 of the said Act; 

And whereas, Dr. Ileas Ali Khan, Bangladesh 
national, who possess the said qualification is attached to 
ArvdndEvc Hospital, AnnaNagar, Madurai-625020 for the 
purpose of charitable work and not for personal gain; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of Sub¬ 
section (1) of the S(Xtion 14 of the said Act, the Central 
Govermnent hereby specifies that the period of practice of 
medicine by Dr. Ileas Ali Khan in India shall be limited 
to:— 

(a) a period of six months from 1-1-2004 onwards; or 

(b) the period during which Dr, Ileas Ali Khan is 
attached to Arvind Eye Hospital, Anna Nagar, Madurai- 
625020. i^'hichever iis shorter 

[No. V-11016/1/2003-ME (Policy-I)] 
P. G. KALADHARAN, Under Secy. 


^.3ir. 807.—1956 
(1956 ^ 102) % TFiNr «i'icriftT Pq;fqfqt<i<?1'q 'm 
pTipehcffl 3T#?1T ^ 3Tfi#m ^ «1RT 14 % 

RP^Rn^flRT r^P'h^H! 31^ f; 

3fR, Sf, ^ cT^ TfR3r^)T7T, RRT t, 

Pnri<i+1-51S134, 

^ 5 

3nT;, 3T^, ^ 14 (1) ^ 

(R) % 3TgRR®t RiPnl^'^ 'ntdl % 

% W '5T. ^ TT^SIT ^ 

(W) 1-1-2004-^311^ 6 ^31^; 

(Tl) ■3H3Ti?fiiTf^lRl%^bpT'5T. ^ cTJ^ U*l>i«r>i?l, ^ 
tIrM tHI^ 3tRq?n^, >n(iiPn Pi(n*i*i-515134, 3i'id3t P»t^, 
3TF¥r'5f^'^'^^f, 'fl ^ tilRm 1 

[Ri^^-11016/1/2004-RH^ (■^-1)1 
'sfl. <ih<HINO»l, 3PR Rtf^ 
New Delhi, the23rd March, 2004 

S. O. 807.—Whereas medical qualification MBBS. 
granted by Bangalore University is a recognised medical 
qualification for the purpose of the Indian Medical Council 
Act, 1956 (102 of 1956) under Seaion 14 of the said Act; 

And whereas. Dr. Reddy, Tanuja Ramaprakash, who 
possess the said qualification is attached to Sri Sathya Sai 
General Hospital, Prasanthi Nilayam-515134, Ananthapur 
Distt., (A.P), for the purpose of charitable woiic and not for 
personal gain; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of Sub¬ 
section (1) of the Section 14 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby specifies that the period of practice of 
medicine by Dr. Redtfy, Thmy a Ramaprakash in India shall 
be limited to:— 

(a) a period of six months from 1-1-2004 onwards; or 

(b) the period during which Dr. Reddy, Thnuja 
Ramaprakash is attached to Sri Sathya Sai General Hospital, 
Prasanthi Nilayam-515134, Ananthapur Distt.. (A.P), 
whichever is shorter, 

[No, V-lI016/I/2004-ME(Policy-I)l 
P. G. KALADHARAN, Under Secy. 

23-RT^, 2004 

^,3IT. 808.—1956 
(1956 ^ 102) % 'SPNiR ^ 


3(ii)] 


2004/^ 14, 1926 



^ 3Tfq^ ^ «rRr 14 % 
3(?^^T 1^ ■HFM’diymt t; 

'ST. -STFro, f^PT%'^‘3^3T#cTTf, 

^ Wlf^ fT^T^-515134, ai^hrjji; I^IcIT, 

3TRJ3i^^ tfnH (^R^qci) ^i4 ^ 5 ^ *14 ?fnT 

^:, '3R, ■5^a'Tf¥¥R‘^«rRT 14^'31T-«1TO % 

C^) % ^<i<^g< 1 fqPlfi^ i e <t6<cft % 

% W ^f?TW m 371^^5^ 

3Tcrfe:— 

(^) 1-1-2004 ^3n*t 6 3?^; 3T«1^^ 

(H) "3^ 3PffiT f??r3% -ST. ■^fRM3TFm^ 

^ ‘SFT^ 3Ht*iqici, injure ■RT^f'R-515134, 1«R1T, 

3TRT ^f,^-gfr ^ ^^ I 

[■5R^^-110l6/1/2004-T^ (’ftfir-I)] 
4^. "sit. «6<HI^<wi, 31^ 

New Delhi, tte23rd March, 2004 

S. O. 808.—Whereas medical qualification MBBS. 
granted by Bangalore University is a recognised medical 
quahfication for the purpose of the Indian Medical Council 
Act, 1956 (102 of 1956) under Section 14 of the said Act; 

And whereas. Dr. Komala Iyengar, who possess the 
said qualification is attached to Sri Sathya Sai General 
Hospital, Prasanthi Nilayam-515134, Ananthapui Distt,, 
(A.P.), for the purpose of charitable work and not for 
personal gain; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of Sub¬ 
section (1) of the Section 14 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby specifies that the period of practice 
of medicine by Dr, Komala Iyengar, in India shall be 
limited to:— 

(a) a period of six months from 1-1-2004 onwards; or 

(b) the period during which Dr. Komala Iyengar, is 
attached to Sri Sathya Sai General Hospital, Prasanthi 
Nilayam-515134, Ananthapur Distt., (A.P.), whichever is 
shorter. 

[No. V-11016/l/2004-ME(PQlicy-I)] 

P. G KALADHARAN, Under Secy. 

23'«7r4, 2004 

W.31T. 809,—3Tr5f^'4IH 1956 

(1956 m 102) % 3P^ 3j 1 fH l Riq i IRT 

'sm 3Tf«rfwr ^ t^mcr 14 % 

3f4^T ■HI'SqtlTyikl 37^ %; 

3flT, ^9f5T?Tr, ^ ^5^ 37^ f, 

^ ^ ^ 3RSRm?T, 3p?nf% f^Rm-515134, 37 %^^ 


■^RTT, 37P=??'a^^ «P7f«i (4R5:«s(cri) 

371T:, 3R,- 5 ^a;7f«7f7fqT7^ «n7:r 14 (1) 

%'7R7T'^ '5r. eRRTT^ 37l^fJ|;jiH 

^37^:— I 

(^) 1-1-2004 ^377^7 6 ■»7T^^37qfi7;^«p^r ^ 

(ti) "3^ 37«rf^ T^lrnr ■ 57 . TROf 

9h ^ 7 ?^ ^ 'sHKd 37^t}i(rt, 3r?n1^ fq?rqR-5i5i34, 3pprj^ 

3TR7 37^-^^tN^I 

[^57^4t-110l6/1/2004-T^ (^-I)] 

, •oft. 37^ 

New Delhi, the 23rd March, 2004 

S. O. 809,—Whereas medical qualification MBBjS 
granted by Osmania University is a recognised medical 
qualification for the purpose of Uie Indian Medical Council 
Act, 1956 (102 of 1956) under Section 14 of the said Actj 

And whereas, Dr. Bhasker Ramana Kala, who posse^ 
the said qualification is attached to Sri Sathya Sai General 
Hospital, Prasanthi Nilayam-515134, Ananthapur Distti, 
(A.P), for the purpose of charitable work and not for 
personal gain; j 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of Subi- 
section (1) of the Section 14 of the said Act, the Centrl 
Government hereby specifies that the period of practice cjf 
medicine by Dr. Bhasker Ramana Kala in India shall b^ 
limited to:— I 

(a) a period of six months from 1 -1 -2004 onwards; oir 

(b) the period during which Dr. Bhasker Ramana Kal^ 
is attached to Sri Satbya Sai General Hospital, Prasanthji 
Nilayam, Ananthapur Distt., (A.P), whichever is shorter.; 

[No. V-11016/1/2004-ME (Policy-I)| 

P G. KALADHARAN, Under Secjt. 

I 

^ RlcvO, 23 H!^, 2004 i 

W.3tT, 810,—HRq<^37'fqf575qr*7, 195^ 
(1956 ■q^ 102) % ^* 774 ^^ 

f^Rbwi 37#<1I ; '3^77 37fi7fW7 «fRT 14 % 37#7 ^ 

Hl-qvil IfT^ 1^R+)<'HI 37#m t; I 

3^, "ST. «i)«m yFRST *^^^<1, Mjtl "3^77 37^?n %\ 
^ ^ •grw7 37'^'^r^, imR?7 fqmH-5i5i34, 37%3t 

1^, 37P917^^ «7»7H ( ^R^qd) ^37h;^%'**7pw^74 

I 

31<T:, 3757,-3^77 37R7f^m ^ «l7r714 q)t'3n-«rRr (1) ^ 
‘TSRS (ri) % 4>’<\ C(6<^gilO ^<41 
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% ^ ^ 

3T^TfV.: — 

(^) '1-1-2004^ 3iTT^ 6 ■^'3^ 

(^) T€ 34^%T f5ra% ^r?H "51. ■5ft^ 

9ft Tlrq'SITnf^ lwm-515134, '3T%^ 
^TFTT, d«h ^llocl I 

[F^ffT'^-11016/1/2004-xn3^ CHM^-I)] 
■rt. ■^. <^eii’^<''l, SfSR 
T'Jew Delhi, the 2 3rd March, 2004 

S. O. 810.—Whereas medical qualification MD 
granted by Northwestern University is a recognised medical 
qualification for the pui'pose of the Indian Medical Council 
Act, 1956 (102 of 1956) under Section HofthesaidAct; 

And whereas. Dr. Bobba Sharada Karuturi, who 
possess the said qualification is attached to Sri Sathya Sai 
General Hospital, Prasimthi Nilayam-515134, Ananthapur 
Disll.. (A.P.), for the purpose of charitable work and not for 
personal gain; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of Sub¬ 
section (1) of the Section 14 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby sp ecifies that the period of practice of 
medicine by Dr. Bobba Sharada Karuturi in India shall be 
limited to:— 

(a) a period of six months from 1-1-2004 onwards; or 

(b) the period during which Dr. Boba Sharada Karuturi 
is attached to Sri Sathya Sai General Hospital Prasanthi 
Nilayam, Anantliapur Distt., (A.P.), whichever is shorter. 

[No. V-11016/1/2004-ME (Policy-I)] 

P. G. KALADHARAN, Under Secy. 

M 23 2004 

^.311. 811.—1956 
(1956 ^ 1C2) % ^ TO 

P-ifarFi pyr.'sfr.’sft.TF.; stWrr ^ 14 % 

TiyF TTFTcITSlFct f3#?TT t; 

•3TR, 'Z\. ^=TTt W t, 

9ft Tt^ FTf ^FTTFl, Pt<riqM-515134, 

^TFTT, 

14^TT-^ (l) % 
7^15 (n) % ■jf, t 

% nKtr ^ 

(T) 1-1-2004 ■^3iTFl 6 


(■0) "3^ "SI. fWR 

9h WT -SPR^ STFTfim, f5imri-515134, 3^%^ 

rilPfcl I 

[^■qt-11016/1/2004-W 

afrar 

New Delhi, the 23rd March, 2004 

S. O. 81L—Whereas medical qualification MBBS 
granted by University of Ceylon^ Colombo is a recognised 
medical qualification fmr the purpose of the Indian Medical. 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956) under Section 14 of the said 
Act; 

And whereas, Dr. Siva Kumar Animugam, who 
possess the said qualification is attached to SriSathya Sai 
GencralHospital, Prasanthi Nilayam-515134, Ananthapur 
Distt., (A.P), for the purpose of charitable woik and not for 
personal gain; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of Sub¬ 
section (1) of the Section 14 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby specifies that the period of practice of 
medicine by Dr. Siva Kumar Arumugam in India shall be 
hmitedto 

(a) aperiod erf six months from 1-1-2004 onwards; or 

(b) the period during which Dr. Siva Kumar 
Arumugam is attach^ to Sri Sathya Sai General Hospital 
Prasanthi Nilayam, Ananth^ Distt., (A.P), whichever is 
shorter. 

[No. V-11016/1/2004-ME (PoUcy-I)] 
P. G. KALADHARAN, Under Secy. 

23-RT^, 2004 

^.311. 812.—1956 

(1956 ^ 102) % ^ 

^ «fRr 14 % 

"SI. vHqis'i 

telT, ( 

3RT:, arH,'3q?TaTNf^i:^^^ 14^^-W ( 1 ) ^ 
(■q) % t 

1% qmr "si. wfl ^ ^ 

^iqfq :— 

(op) 1-1-2004 1-1-2005 <=6) 3T«iqi 

(^) "STR srqfq qqqrfr cT«Ffl, 

ah ■qcq 3n?n1qTfTOqq-5i5i34, 

[qw^-11016/1/2004-TRf (qH%-I) ] 

•qt. qjpTmrq, 


"1 



t Mm 11—^9^ 3(ii)] 
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New Delhi, the 23rd March, 2004 

S. O. 812.—Whereas medical qualification MBBS 
granted by Andhra University is a recognised medical 
qualification for the purpose of the Indian Medical Council 
Act, 1956 (102 of 1956) under Section 14 of the said Act; 

And Whereas Dr, Dhanwada 'Wjaya Lakasmi, who 
possess the said qualification is attached to Sri Sathya Sai 
General Hospital, Prasanthi Mlayam-^ 15134, Anan^m 
Distt., (A.P.), for the purpose (tf diaritable work and not for 
personal gain; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of Sub¬ 
section (1) of the Section 14 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby specifies that the period of practice of 
medicine by Dr, Dhanwada MjayaLakasmi in India shall be 
limitedto:— 

(a) aperiodofQne^arftom 1-1-2004 to 1-1-2005; or 

(b) the period during which Dr. Dhanwada Mj^a 
Lakasmi is attached to Sri SdAhya Sai General Ho^ital 
Prasanthi Nilayam, Ananth^wr Distt., (A.P), whichever is 
shorter. 

[No. V-11016/iy2004-ME (Policy-I)] 
P G. KALADHARAN, Under Secy. 

(ftivm) 

18MM, 2004 

«FT. 311. 813.—W4>K, WIRT 

i976%f^mMio%'3qf^(4) 

80% 4»4*w 0 M)T MJFfeRR? ‘StTMt MR 

30, - 382030 

MftMM, 

M)^Mmft-74123S 

3. 

43/16,11 

411004, 

iRS'^ M.-2707 
- rfl*^4id!JtH-695012, 

[4 3-2/2002-1^'#r] 
%■. 


MINmKV OF AGmClJUTlRE 
fDqpartnMfflt of Agpiadti^ and Coi^peratk^) 
New Delhi, the 18th March, 2004 

S. 0.813. —In pursuance of Sub-Rule (4) cfRi^c 10 
(rftheCMficial Language (Use for Official Purpf j>fthe 
Union)Rule, 1976, the Central Government hereby m|ti^ 

the following offices of the hfatiooal Cowtcil for Co<^3dutive 

Tr ainings Ncw Delhi, under the control of the Dq>aronent 
of Agriculture and Cooperation, Ministry of Agriculture, 
80% staff whereof have acquired the working know^e^e 
ofHindi:— 

1. Regional Institute of Cooperative ManagOTenl, 
National Council for Cooperative Training 
Sector-30, Gandhinagar-382030, i 

Cjigaxat 

2 Regional Institute of Co(q)erative Managejment, 
National Council for Ccxqterative Training 
Distt. Nadia, Kalayani -741235, 

WesfBengal | 

3. Institute of Cooperative Management, | 
National Council for Cooperative Trainm| 

43/16 - A Erandvaii, BCarve Road, 

Pune-411004 

Maharashtra 

4. Institute of Cooperative Management, 

National Council for Cooperative Manageihent 
Training Pujapura, Post Bag No. 2707, 
Thiruvanantl^uram - 695812. 

Kerala 

[No. 3-2/2002-HindiNeetiJ 
K. P. SINHA, Jt Secy. 

— ———I ■ ! 

43UcHI 
29MH, 2064 

^.311. 814.— 

am: 3TM, y<M>R, mNrT MRMT ^ (31#»r 

1957 (1957 20) (fof^ 

t) MJf tiRT 4 (I) 

^ M<;d Mir "SR ^ ^ 

MR^.% 3TT?m M>y ^ f) 

^ % 'SRPflT 

(%5Rh/^/282, MldMI 5 
2003 ( WTi1^*r4) 

fimMM), 1, efilcn^Pidl-yOO 001 % 

fM^nM3i-495006 (»Ha1ii*i«) 

1 


n —' ^\fnnr\A sk 
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w ^ ^ %(R:S ^5z#cT W ^ «IRl 43 (7) 

(TRT^) ^d4^1cr^-H f^T^TRT^-495006 ^ I 

31^ 

'^, 1^. T^. r^cii-4R{J'iW ( ) 




IFR 

TtTR ^ "qR 

TTRwrr 

d$4l1<r1 




Thiqt 







01 


48 


4Uli'4l 

125.00 

'TFT 

02 


01 


■?RIp3Tr 

090.000 

'TFT 

03 


01 


Rttl'lll 

035.000 

'TFT 






■qW:— 

250.00 




9hU 'FT ilM ^ 

FRsqt 

fe«5fl'3H 


iHRPtt 

01 ^qrrr^ ^ 430.000 

.—250.000 + 430.000= 680.000%^ (FFFFT)’^11680.28(^FnFT) 

'TFT 




^-13 \^WT cbcri|M5i<'^'f^'*^”^3TK»T^t ^ftrTTFT ^ t ‘*'01” 

fif?T?fItl 

TI-TT---ET 

^^JTTTfailTT^, WT^Fr!TR3T^fr^'3^R?ftt 

[m 47. 43015/14/2003-"^.Snr.aTT^.'S^] 

MINISTRYOFCOAL 

New Delhi, the 29thMarch, 2004 

S. O. 814.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government that Coal is likely to be obtained from the lands 
mentioned in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central Government 
hereby gives notices oi" its intention to prospect for coal therein. 

The plan of the area bearing Number ; SECL/BSP/GM(PLG)/Land/282 dated 5th December, 2003 covered by this 
notification can be inspected at the office of the Collector:, Suiguja (Chhattisgarh) or at the office of the Goal Controller, 1 
Council House Streect, Kolkata-700001 or at the office of the South Eastern Coalfields Limited (Revenue Section), Seepat 
Road, Bilaspur-495006 (Chhattisgarh). 
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referrZkTu^S'mofS^n "fiS*" o'h" documents 

Sourh Eastern C 

publicationofthisnotificationintheOfficialGaMtte. ' ^ within mnety days from the date of 


SCHEDULE 


BadauliPSLW under Ground Project Bbatgaon Area 
District—Surguja (Chhattisgarh) 

PIanbea™gNo.SECUBSP/C5M(P1^282dahrf5thI>ic^ 


REVENUE LAND 


Serial 

number 

Name of 
village 

Milage 

number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area in 
hectares 

Remarks 

1 . 

Kalyanpur 

48 

Surajpur 

Surguja 

125.000 

Part 

Z 

Akhorakhurd 

. 01 

Rajpur 

Surguja 

090.000 

Part 

3. 

Akhorakala 

01 

Surajpur 

Surguja 

035.000 

Part 






Total 

1:250.000 hectares 

FOREST LAND 





Serial 

number 

Name of forest 

Range 

Division 

Area in 
hectares 

Remarks 


01 

Reserved forest 

Ambikapur 

South Surguja 

430.00 

Part 


Grand total; 250.000+430.000=680.000 hectares (approxomately) or 1680. 

28 acres (^proximately) 



Boundary description:— 


A-B Line starts from Point ‘A in village Kalyanpir and passes through villages kalyanpur Akhorakhurd 
and meets at point “B” 

B-C-D Line passes through village Akhorakhurd, Akhor^a and Rserved Forest and meets point “D” 

D-A Line passes through Reserved Forest, Kalyanpur village and meets at the starting point “A”. 

[FileNo. 43015/14/2(X)4-PRIW] 
SANJAY BAHADUR, Director 


29 RT^, 2004 

Wt.m. 815.—ih-iOH 

3W, ^ (3t#I ftuTO) atftpTO, 1957 (1957 iR 20) (ftl# ^ 

aptpfa u (^i>i^)/^/276, tlli>^ 20 Win. 2003 tm 

^ ■TOstin^i 1 jiditt qifepiimi-700001 % 

iiraq 1,'w-t r«rnis tthra^, fTOra3t495006 ( 0 ^) % 1 

(tN<<l) HUM tfclid'hlir^n fidPHis. Ithlilts. l5rara3t-495006 (wiftwra) ^ WI 
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[^^<+■<1 ^ 

hI/'jiI crq (%^)/’JpT/276 202003 ’JpT 


1^) 


TT. 

TTFT'qn'qFT 

qrq 

TfFT 



Pncii 



1. 


135 

49 


tIVj'ail 

590.120 

'ITT 

2. 


039 

49 



125.150 

'IFT 

3. 


354 

49 



60.250 

'IFT 

4. 


327 

49 



21.250 

'IFT 

5. 


027 

42 



20.230 

'IFT 


■citTT: 817.000‘Nrqr (^rm) ■'H 2018.81 (wm) 

^itRt : — 

\is\ um STRWr 3fk 3TR TT**^ 15^ ‘‘-n’* 

I 

>73TTTm 

[■W. U 43015/11/20037^.3nt3n^.^^ ] 


New Delhi, the 29th March, 2004 

S.0.815—Whereas it appears to the Central Govermnent that Coal is Itkefy tobe obtaii^ from the lands mentioned 

in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisiticm and Devdopment) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), (heremafter referred to as the said Act), the Central Government 
hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal therein. 

The plan ofthe area bearing Number: SECLyBSP/GM(Plg)/Land/276dated 20th November, 2003 covered by this 
notification canbe inspected at teh <^ce ofthe Collector, Surg!^(Clihattisgarh) or at the officeofthe Coal ConUv . 

1, Council House Street, Kolkata-700001 or at the office ofthe South Eastern CtMdds Limhed (Revenue Secticn), 
Seepat Road, Bilaspur-495006 (Chhattisgarh). 

All persons interested in the land covered by this Notification shall deliver all maps, diarts and other documents 
referred to in sub-section (7) of section 13 ofthe said Act to the Officer-in-Charge or Head ofthe Department (Revenue), 
South Eastern Coalfields Limited, Seepat Road, Bilaspur-495006 (Chhattisgarii), within ninety days from the date of 
publication of this notification in the Official (jazette. 

SCffl3llll£ 


Binkara Undergroimd project 
BtsramptirArea 

District—Surgoja (Chhattbgarti) 

Plan bearing No. SECL/BSP/GM(PLG)/Land/276 dated 20th November, 2003, (Showing the land notified for 


prospecting). 


SI. 

No. 

Name of 
village 

Village 

number 

Patwari 

halka 

number 

'Ihhsil 

District 

Area 

inhec. 

Remarks 

i. 

Gunigarakala 

135 

49 

Ambikapur 

Surgtga 

590.120 

Part 

2. 

Katkona 

0.39 

49 

Amtuk^r 

Smguja 

125.150 

Part 

3. 

Binkara 

354 

49 

Ambikapur 

Sujgtga 

060.250 

Part 

4. 

Bagdarri 

327 

49 

Ambikapur 

Surgiga 

021.250 

Part 

5. 

Kandrai 

027 

42 

Ambik^r 

Surguja 

020.230 

Part 

Total; 8 1 7.000 heetjares (approximately) or 2018.81 acres (approximately) 




> 



[^n—3(ii)] 
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^ 3, 2004/^ 14, 1926 

Boundary description :— 

A-B-C Line starts from Point ‘A’ in village Kandrai and pas^ through villages Kandrai, Gumgarakata, Katicona and 
meets at point “C”. 

C4>E Line passes through village Katkona, Binkara, Bagdarri and meets at point^E’’. 

E-F-A Line passes throughvillage Bagdarri, Kandrai and meets at the starting point “A”. 

[File No. 43015/11/2003-PRIW] 
SANJ AY BAHADUR, Director 

it;?#, 29 2004 

3m: 3R, (3T#T#T iq4> I R ) 1957 (1957^20) (W 

3TRPT # % l 

^ 3RphT 3n%r?t^ ^ U ##/08580, cTR^ST 17 2003 

(#w3Pirnr) ^an Mt'SRi nfe^n^ri ^ Fii4^, i, 

^3TfiRJ^% amrhT'3#^I#nj|iT'^%T«T5[‘?# 3Tf^PlH«l#«IRI13#3HyKl (7)'^* n<Wii, 

3RT-^mT^'# W Ti^rm'^TraRR#tnfitsr'^'^itFT% MhR, (#^3f'iFT) 

tsTR tfr^FTT 3f[T fs'J»5’i ‘Jlsqm It'S, 3T# # 1 

313^ 

M-itlHt;! 

4it^ -##/08580, tnfhgt i7%pgR, 2003 


37. 

U 

um 

«n3T 

T^. 




(^) 

iwrw]) 

(t^). 

(7!WT) 

rd»J7»ii 

1. 

H5)IHKf 


11 


31^ 

37 ^ 

168.63 

68.24 

MPT 

2. 



17 

#^iw 

31^ 

37^ 

1547.48 

626.26 

WT 

3. 


Ww 

13 

^<{iMI«5l 

3PJ^ 

37^ 

565.42 

228.82 

WT 


%I—2281.53(^3WT) m 923.32 (■?FTVn) 


#RT ctuh :— 

■517-13 H?I I 4KI %i^**V’'^3nW‘^%#TTnR 

ti 

■q-'SF \l3T WqT^#T'WTro'9TO^^t5FC3^tt^'3imi%#T*‘^”^F5'3T fncnnl 11 

[■ 45 ;. ■?!. 43015/5/2004-'^.31R.«n^.-5^] 




1476 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: APRIL 3, 2004/CHAITRA14,1926 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


NewDelhi,the 29thMarch,2004 

S.O 816.—Wher^s it appears to the Central Government that Coal is likely to be obtained from the lands 
mentioned in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-secUon (1) of section 4 of the Coal Beating Areas 

(20ofl957), the Central CJoverranent hereby gives notice of its intert on to 

prospect 10 r coal tnerein. 

a the office of Chief General Maimger (Exploration Division). Central Mine Planning and Design Institnte. Gondwana 
Place Kanke Roa^ Ranchi or at the office of the Coal Controller. 1. Conndl Honse Street. Kolkata or at the office of the 

Deputy Collector, Distnct Angul, Orissa. 

All persons interested in the land covered by this Notification shall deliver afi maps, charts and other documents 
referred tom sub-^tion(7)ofsectionl3ofthe said Act to the ChiefGeneral Manager (Exploration Division). Central 
Mine Planning and Design Institute. Gondwana Place. KankeRoad. Ranchi withinninelyd^ftom the date ofpublication 


SCHEDULE 

Patrapada Biock, Talcher Coalfield 
District Angul, Orissa 

(Plan bearing No. DG/08580 dated 17th December, 2003) 


Si, 

No. 

Village 

Thana 

PS. 

No. 

Tahsil Sub-Divn. District 

Area (acres) 
(approximately) 

Area 

(hectares) 

(approximately) 

Remarks 

1 . 

Patrapara 

Jungle 

Chheiidipada 

11 

Chhendipada Angul 

Angul 

168.63 

68.24 

Part • 

2 

Patrapada 

Chheiidipada 

17 

Chhendipada Angul 

Angul 

1547.48 

626.26 

Part 

3. 

Pipalbahal 

Chheiidipada 

13 

Chhendipada Angul 

Angul 

565.42 

228.82' 

Part 


Boundary description: 

A-B 


Total : 2281.53 acres (approximately) 923.32 hectares (approximately) 


B-C 

C-D 

D-A 


Line starts from Point ‘A’ in Patiapara JupgJe and passes through village Patrapada and meets point ‘B’ at 
village Pipalbahal. 

Line passes through village Pipalbahal and meets point ‘C’ in the south. 

Line passes thorugh villages Pipalbahal and Patrapada and meets point ‘D’ at the south-western comer of 
village Patrapada. 

Line passes through village Patrapada arid Patrapara jungle to the north and meets point ‘A’. 

[File No. 43015/5/2004-PRIW] 
SAN JAY BAHADUR, Director 

29 2004 

817. —wm ipfrir ^ t % ^ ^ 


^ ^ ^ -ri. ^Hft/08581, (TRrisr 17 20031, 

^<nct7ia I ^ ^ f^(HI 3T^, ^ ^ TTSfuTT 11 

TO ^ ^ ^ ^ I 
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*08581, UT^tul^17 2003 ) 




■sfj. 

UR 

«rFn 



<59tsfe 





IFT. 



•13:^0 




(TR»^) 

(t^) 









(WR) 

(eiwr) 


1. 

HIdmSI 


5 




694.38 

281.01 

'in 

2. 


4 




486.07 

196.70 

Tt 

3. 

^^RtiTMl 

■5RW 

6 




168.63 

68.24 

w\ 

4. 



130 




813.42 

329.18 

w\ 

5. 



117 




743.98 

301.08 

w\ 

6. 



118 




1170,53 

473.70 

w\ 

7. 

■TtrNm 


119 




148.79 

60.21 

w\ 











8. 



120 




39.67 

16.05 

w\ 


•4W—4265.53 ^ 1726.17%^ (mW]) 


4'Id f^rshiRT "tr % <5ti^ mpt 4^1 ei 

^ flR^HT^ UR, -m %r wi 3?h[ wrr^ wr ^ t ^ % Ts^i^ r 


[m R. 43015/6/2004-'^.3R.3Tr^.'55^ ] 


New Delhi, the 29th March, 2004 

S.O. 817.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government that Coal is likely to be obtained from the lands 
mentioned in the Schedule hereto annexed; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Central Government herdjy gives notice of its intention to 
prospect for coal therein. 

The plan bearing number DG/08581 dated 17th December, 2003 of the area covered by this notification can be 
inspected at the office of Chief General Manager (E?q)loration Division), Central Mine Planning and Design Institute, 
Gondwana Place, Kanke Road, Ranchi or at the office of the Coal Controller, U Council House Street, Kolkata or at the 
office of the District Collector, District Angul, Orissa. 

All persons interested in the land covered by this notification shall deliver all maps, charts and other documents 
referred to in Sub-section (7) of Section 13 of the said Act to the Chief General Manager (Exploration Division), Central 
Mine Planning and Design Institute, Gondwana Place, kanke Road, Ranchi within ninety days from the date of publication 
of this notification. 
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SGHEDUU: 

Radhikapur Block, Talcher Coalfield 
District Angul, Orissa 

(Plan bearing No. DG/08581 dated 17th December, 2003) • ' 


SI 

No. 

Village 

Thana 

P.S. 

No. 

Tahsil Sub-Divn. District 

Area (acres) 
(approx.) 

Area 

(hectares) 

(approx.) 

Remarks 

!. 

Naupada 

Jharpada 

5 

Chhendipada Angul 

Angul 

694.38 

281.01 

Part 

2 . 

Kuskila 

Jungle 

Jharpada 

4 

Chhendipada Angul 

Angul 

486.07 

196.70 

Full 

-> 

J>, 

Putagoria 

Jharpada 

6 

Chhendipada Angul 

Angul 

168.63 

68.24 

Part 

4. 

Kuskila 

Jharpada 

130 

Chhendipada Angul 

Arigul 

813.42 

329.18 

Part 

.5. 

Barapada 

Chhendipada 

117 

Chhendipada Angul 

Angul 

743.98 

301.08 

Part 

6 . 

Jhintipal 

Chhendipada 

118 

Chhendipada Angul 

Angul 

1170.53 

473.70 

Part 

7. 

Gopinathpur 

Chhendipada 

119 

Chhendipada Angul 

Angul 

148.79 

60.21 

Part 

8 . 

Jhintipal 

Jungle 

Chhendipada 

120 

Chhendipada Angul 

Angul 

39.67 

16.05 

Part 


TOTAL : 





4265.53 

(Approx.) 

1726.17 

(Approx.) 



Boundan' description:— 

A-B Line; starts from Point ‘A’ in the Southern bank of singda Jhore and meets point B at the junction of 

boundaries of villages Kosala and Gopinathpur Jimgle at the South-western comer of village kosala. 

B-C Line; passes through Gopinathpur Jungle, North-eastern part of Jhimipal village and meets point ‘C’ at 

Jhintipal Jungle. 

C-A Line; passes thorugh southern part of village Jhintipal, northern part of village Putagoria and village 

Naupada and meets point ‘A’ at the southern bank of Singhda Jhore. 

[File No. 43015/6/2004-PRIW] 
SANJAYBAHADUR, Director 

29 'Rr#, 2004 

818 .'— M i ll ' d ^ ^ gtfiraM ^ 

m: ^ (3T#T 1957 (1957^20) 

'W ^TRf 4 ^ 'iMtJKI (1) ■gRT ^ «fR?[ 'SRT ^ 

3TT7FT I 

(%:^#)/'jfR/277, ‘m#® 20 W^, 2003 

Mot ■RPpn rt Mw, i ai>r<T^firdi 700 ooi % 

RT MRtgt 495 006 ( tStftftOd) % 4»l'«rf<rl*l MiT W 

I 


■•MM' ‘i 


41 • i 
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^ 31^ ^ ^ Tf3m ■^‘ 'STOR ^ (fRt^ MR^1T%R) 3 T fa4>Kl ^ f^FTT^W 

(<i'iit«i) ^tt:4 ^'In'tJlcr^’M RnPic:®, ^fhFT^te, 1^1^1^3^-495006 ^ I 

HR^iMni, I^SJPPf^T ^ 

(\tai«D (i^T^I^)/'iPT/276^n^h3 20’F^»5^ 20^^ 


9F. 

Ttm ^ ■^rm 

TIFT 

94qi<l 


f^tRT 




1. 

atinulq 

09 

65 


•?TT^pn 

125.200 

MFT 

2. 


350 

66 



610.100 

MPT 

3. 


432 

66 


^R!PTT 

430.110 

MPT 

4. 


077 

65 



100.250 

MPT 

5. 


346 

65 


^R!R!T 

020.310 

MPT 


__ ; 1285.970•N^< (R WT)'qT 3177>63T^ (wm) 

duh 


^-TST-tt X^jyti ^ ilIH 3WTm, -^TT^^t ^“n” 

f^<M<fl % I 

[ "W. U 43015/13/2003] 
^Nf*T 

New Delhi, the 29th Marche 2004 

S.O. 818.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government that Coal is likely to be obtained from the lands 
mentioned in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957(20of 1957), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the CentrakGovernment 
hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal therein. 

The plan bearing Number: ^CL/BSP/GM(PLG)/Land/277 dated 20th November, 2003 of ihe area covered 1^ thi.j 
notificatitm can be inspected at the office of the Collector, Suiguja (Chhattisgarh) or at the office of the Coal Controller. 
1, Council House Street, Kolkata-700 001 or at the office of the (South Eastern Coalfields Limited) Revenue Section), 
Seepat Road, Bilaspur-495 006 (Chhattisgarh). 

All persons interested in the land covered by this notification shall deliver all m^s, charts and other dociunents 
referred to in Sub-sectioh (7) of Section 13 of the said Act to the Officer-in-Charge or Head of the Departjment 
(Revenue), South Eastern Coalfields Liinited, Seepat Road, Bilaspur-495006 (Chhattisgarh), within ninety days from the 
date of publication of this notification in the Official Gazette. 


937GI/2004-^ 
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SCHEDULE 

AmagaonOpen Cast Project 
BisrampurArea 

District—Surguja (Chhattisgarii) 

Plan bearing No. SECL/BSP/GM(PLG)/Und/277 dated 20th November, 2003, (Showing the land noUfied for 

prospecting) 


SI, 

No. 

Name of 
\illagc 

Village 

number 

Patwari 

halka 

number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area 

in hectares. 

Remarks 

1 

Amgaon 

09 

65 

Sumjpur 

Surgiga 

125.200 

Part 

2. 

Patna 

350 

66 

Surajpur 

Surgiga 

610.100 

Part 

3. 

Sallii 

432 

66 

Siuujpur 

Surgiga 

430.110 

Part 

4. 

Kotc 

077 

65 

Surajpur 

Surguja 

100.250 

Part 

5. 

Chandarpur 

346 

65 

Surajpur 

Surguja 

020.310 

Part 


Total 1285.970 hectares (approximatdy) pr3177.63 acres (8K>roximatcly) 


Bounding description:— 

A-B-C Li lie starts from ‘A’ in village Chandarpur and passes through villages Chandarpur, Kote, Amgaon, Salhi and 

meets at point “C”. 

C-D-E-F Li ne passes through village Salhi then along the eastern boundary of Salhi village, again through Salhi village 
and meets at point “F”. 

F-G-H-A L ine passes through villages Salhi, Patna and Chandarpur and meets at the starting point “ A”. 

[FileNo. 43015/13/2003-PRIW] 
SAN JAY BAHADUR, Director 

15'iTT^, 2004 

■^o37To 819.—3^ tsifi'Jl Wltn % ^ 3?^) Stftilfwt, 1962 

(1962^ 50) 

^ 938(3T), 19 3TTO, 2003, 'SRT-3^ ^ 

Tm ^ %'>Tlt3£R ^ ’STIfito^ 

% % %TT WIWT 4h4)M % 

3Trt TT^TT^ ^ 08,2003 ^ 18 2003 ^ 

\ "3^ ttro 6 antno (1) % a^ttbr Rnli 

f, % 3Tf?R?TT arabt %; 

tfc^TR ■^‘ 'jfrr Mi^Hcni^n % fRR «h 4|*1 % a(Tf^«t»K ^ ai'4'i Pt>Hi '’iini %; 

arfvfwT titTTr 6 'siwr (4) ^ idf^A* iriPT ^ t 

% f^rti ^ wtPt ^ arftR^R, % ^rjrr ^ ^ 

^ (tfe^) RiPH^s artr 'jRr ^ ^ 

afk wf % ar^rbr ^ ^ ^ Ctf^) 





[MFTII—XTO 3(ii)] 


W^TT^m: 3T^3, 2004/^14, 1926 







% term, 
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0-33-53 

0-09-15 




0-92-64 
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0-24-06 
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0 - 00-66 
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3T^3, 2004/^14, 1926 


14^3 
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2“^C1. 3?R 
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1 2 3 

15 
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4 

5 
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12 


17 
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27 
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009-72 

514 

0-27-20 

513/31 

0-39-14 

511 

0-04-22 

552 

0-39-24 

553 

047-69 

362 

0-63-94 


0-04-56 


0-06-30 

264/31 

0-20-37 

'Hell 

0-05-13 

263 

0-00-01 

266 

049-58 

268 

041-59 

258 

0-(X)-52 

257 

0-36-50 

256/31 

0-12-10 

3-13;^. 31K. 

0-04-85 

256M 

04)2-28 

<+k|^ 

0-11-88 

252 

0-04-32 

253 

0-29-94 

254 

0-13-96 


06-66-65 




19 : 


418M 

m 

409 


(KK)-21 

0-04-57 

0-19-32 
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19 : 418/3T 0-33-34 

410/sr 0-14-67 

411 0-23-83 

412 0-05-91 

'RiritT 0-09-36 

291 0-34-16 

008^1 

304 001-04 

305 0-76-62 

306 0-00-67 

318 0-34-30 

317 0-21-57 

321 0-22-36 

323 0-59-90 

322 006-31 

328 0-19-72 

00604 

370 0-17-94 

368 0-36-39 

365 (MO-51 

364 0-35-24 

366 0-16-93 

360 0-2343 

362 0-50-21 

0-0603 

342 002-56 

343 004-70 
007-86 
0-1107 
007-38 

188 0-19-26 

183 004-22 

184 005-22 

186 0-33-37 

187 0-19-73 

198 0-50-54 

205 0-53-17 

206 0-20-36 

2/^-'»n5% 0-15-33 

179 009-46 


t 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 




19 : ■'IT^ 

178 

0-33-74 





177 

0-19-43 





176 

0-16-11 





174 

0-14-15 



' 



(W)7-87 






0 -02^ 





173 

0-06-63 





IX^tU 

10-55-25 

- 



20 : 

520 

0 -10-10 





532 

0-23-73 





533/1-2 

0-28-57 





534 

0-44-69 





535 

0-00-53 





536 

0-21-77 





538/1 

(M)0-12 





537/1-2 

0-35^3 





549 

(W)9-19 





■^1511 

(W)145 





547 

0-06-04 




■ 

542 

04)0-56 





543 

0-34-66 





632 

0-70-32 





634 

0-01-55 






3-30-64 




22 

101 

0-32-77 





100 

04)0-76 






04)2-94 





99 

04X242 





98 

0-17-37 





97 

04)1-14 





■ 3 ^ 

0-5740 




18 : 

135/3T 

0-1346 





144 

04)04)1 





i43m-\ 

0-16^ 





143/3T4 

0-25-59 




\ 

mm 

04)245 






0-06-63 





143/^2 

04)44)9 





138 

0-16-56 





139 

0-13-07 




1490 


FHE GAZETTE OF INDIA: APRIL 3, 2004/CHArrRA 14,1926 


[Part n—S ec. 3(ii)] 


1 


2 





18 : 137 0-15-08 

134 0-0240 

133 0-30.24 

132 001-01 

0 - 21-22 

82 0-14-68 

81 0-06-75 

83 003-78 

86 0-16-06 

87 0-02-80 

85 0-38-76 

97 0-18-83 

98 011-70 
0-01-58 

101 0-00-24 

96/33-^ 0-54-84 

95 0-01-27 

93 008-28 

94 031-33 

91 026-38 

107 04)1-10 

109 0-18-94 

^ 4-25-73 


[■^TU T^-14014/12/03-'3Tl.it.] 

MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 
NewDelhi, the 15thMarch., 2004 

S.G. % i 9—Whereas by notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas 
lUiHibcr SO 938(E) dated the 19* August, 2003, issued under Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipcl iiics (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central 
Gox crnmeiit declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to that 
iioti licatioi for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of natural gas through Dahej - Hazira - Uran - Dhabol 
PipeliJie SLt:icr under National Gas GridProject in the State of Gujarat, apipdine should be laidbythe GAIL (India) Limited; 

A lid whereas copies of the said Gazette notifications were made available to the public from 8* September, 2003 to 

18'''.September, 2003; 

And whereas the objections received from the public to the laying of the pipeline have been considered and 
disallowed by the competent authority; 

And whereas the competent authority has, under Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted its report 
to the Central Go\ enimcnt; 

A nd w hcrcas the Central Government, after considering the said report and on being satisfied that the said land is 
rcqui red for laying the pipelines, has decided to acquire the right of user therein. 
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Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines; 

And, further, in exercise of the powers conferred Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the right of user in the land for laying the pipelines shall, instead of vesting in the Central 
Government, vest, on the date of the publication of the declaration, in the GAIL (India) Limited, proposing to lay the 
pipelines and there upon the right of such user in the land shall, subject to the terms and conditions so imposed, vest in the 
GAIL (India) Limited, free from aU encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 

Distt. Tfehsil Wlage Survey No./ 

Block No. 


Land to be acquired 
forR.O.U. in 
Hectares 


2 3 4. 5 


BHARUCH ANKLESHWAR (lO)MATIAD 842 04)4-67 

546 0-32-04 

547 0-36-91 

NALA 04)4-90 

690 0-14-75 

689 0-06-63 

688 0-1048 

687 0-10-70 

639 04)1-93 

643 0-01-36 

686 0-28-16 

685 0-11-39 

684 0-02-04 

682/A-B 0-11-21 

683 0-77-01 

C.X 0-0141 

671 04)4-98 

670 2-14-62 

835 04)0-92 

666 0-18-89 

806 0-28-22 

807 0-124)3 

808 0-10-27 

809 04X)4)7 

820 0-96-11 

KHADI 04)3-11 

824 0-23-29 

825 04)4-56 

C.T. 04)2-11 

194 0-16-00 

193 04X)-17 

179 0-25-64 

152 0-01-89 

153 0-33-53 

KHADI 0-09-15 
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BHARUCH 


ANKLESHWAR 


(10)MATIAD 


BHARUCH 


HANSOT 


(12)DIGAS 


4 

5 

155 

0-92-64 

CT 

04)1-26 

157 

0-24-06 

175 

0-3742 

174 

0 -00^ 

172/A-B-C 

0-26-71 

170 

0-21-58 

165 

0-23-71 

164 

0-23-66 

163 

04747 

167 

004-81 

TOTAL 

10^5-14 

GAUCHERGOVT. 

LAND 

00747 

587 

0-25-19 

588 

0-2405 

607 

046-65 

608/A 

004-25 

CANAL 

006^77 

608/A-B 

0-27-84 

645 

0-23-09 

644 

0-27-00 

641 

0-3100 

643 

0-16-37 

642 

00707 

NALA 

007-17 

620 

0-1105 

CT. 

008-32 

525 

0-36-63 

526 

00800 

524 

0-12-53 

523 

) 

0-13-30 

523/P J 


522 

0-15-75 

520 

0-36-57 

505 

0-15-25 

504 

0-14-63 

502 

0-14-91 

501 

0-32-38 

SUB-MINOR 

007-59 

495 

1-00-32 

472 

000-69 

371 

00500 

462 

003-86 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


[^II—3(ii)] 


3T^3, 2OO4HN 14, 1926 


1 


2 


3 


5 


BHARUCH HANSOT 


BHARUCH HANSOT 


(12)DIGAS 


(13)KALAM 


461 

(M)0-35 

459 

0-18-93 

184 

0-11-89 

185/A 

049-97 

190 

0-76-65 

191 

0-20-19 

197 

(WX)-26 

198 

0 - 55.75 

208 

0-19-14 

217/A 

048-78 

24yMINOR 

04)4-69 

217/B 

0-20-74 

243 

0.11-06 

244 

0-10^ 

247 

009-52 

248 

0-15-74 

249 

04042 

30 1/A 

00740 

MANGRCft^ 


DISnBUrOHY 

0-06-59 

301/B 

00146 

302/B 

009-58 

300 

004-54 

311 

019-59 

312 

03008 

309 

00059 

314 

023-22 

315 

041-53 

316 

001-38 

319 

02068 

318 

023-25 

322 

01140 

345 

01649 

344 

04062 

343 

002-10 

342 

015-04 

357 

014-94 

358 

014-28 

341 

032-99 

336 

025-76 

362 

007-72 

TOTAL 

13-8011 

28/F 

00801 

55/A 

044-35 

57 

00031 

ROAD 

012-75 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


BHARUCH 

HANSOT 

(13) KALAM 

53 

0-56-35 





5 

0-26-89 





61 . 

0-00-10 





62 

045-03 





ESCAPEMINOR 

0-01-95 





67/A 

0-23-17 





TELWA-MINOR 

0-03-34 





67/B 

0-31-50 





76/A-B 

0-04-66 





92 

1-10-19 





93 

0-02-35 





84-A 

0-22-98 





86/A 

0-33-06 





RAYMA DISTRY 

0-1344 





TOTAL 

44043 


BHARUCH 

BHARUCH 

(5)KESHROL ^ 

139/p 

3-96-92 





139/p 






266 

0-28-67 





267 

0-09-07 





265 

0-17-56 





268 

04)3-29 





269 

0-01-01 





TOTAL 

4-56-52 


BH\RUCH 

ANKLESHWAR 

(9)DHANTURIYA 

351 

2-84-37 





383 

0-284)4 





381 

0-14-62 





373 

0-354)5 





372 

0-26-26 





371 

04)2-10 





338 

048-53 




’ 

331 

0-16-25 





330 

0-71-01 





318 

0-36-87 





320 

04)742 





319 

043-56 





322 

04)5-20 





434 

0-00-72 





296/1 

0-39-57 





296/2-A-B 

04)946 





280/A-B 

0-37-18 





281/2-A-B 

0-1646 





283 

0-214)0 





285/A) 

0-224)8 





285/B) 

286/A-B 

04)8-85 





3(ii)] 

TOWTrarri: 2004/^ 14, ^ 


14^ 

1 ■ 

2 3 4 

5 


BHARUCH . 

ANKLBSHWAR (9) DHANTURIYA 254 

0-23-89 


• 

175/3 

0-30^1 



cm 

04)1-35 



176 

0-36-65 



177-1 

04)2^99 



179/1 

0-25-30 



179/2 

0-12-06. 



cm 

. 04)1-93 



137/A-B 

04)043 

\ 


134/A-B 

0-194)6 



133/A-B 

0-2548 



92/B-2 

0-30-23 



91/B 

0-13-67 



91/A 

04)0-14 



93/1 

0-16-28 



90/A-B 

0-134)9 



89 

0-16-94 



63 

0-28-58 



64 

04)1-75 



60/2 

04)9-19 



55 

04)1-28 



54 

0-50-51 



cm 

04)2-65 



18/1 

0-20-34 



18/2 

04)4«2 



43/1-2 

04)444 



44 

0-12-37 



cm 

0€7-« 



20 

003-75 



42/1 

06241 



42/2 

0-19-38 



42/3 

006-55 



42/4 

04)0-17 



cm 

004-19 



22/2 

00054 



23/1-2 

051-76 



24 

006-09 



25/1 

0-3000 



26/1 

0-13-06 



261 

0-24-51 



27 

015-70 



CIR 

002-55 



26/3 

003-31 



TOTAL 

14-324)8 


BHARUCH 

HANSOT (14)RDHLD 525/a 

005-07 



523 

064-54 



937 Gl/2004—6 




BHARUCH 
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HANSOT (14)ROHID 522 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 


(16)PARVAr 


0-16-68 

0-16-74 

0-03-73 

0-00-18 

0-53-66 


515/A 

0-16-24 

ROHID-MINm 

0-15-07 

515/B 

009-72 

514 

0-27-20 

513/A 

0-39-14 

511 

004-22 

552 

0-39-24 

553 

047-69 

362 

003-94 

WBMROAD 

0-04-56 

A S. ROAD 

006-30 

264/A 

0-20-37 

NALA 

005-13 

263 

0-0001 

266 

049-58 

268 

041-59 

258 

0-00-52 

257 

-0-36-50 

256/A 

0-12-10 

3-L-Minor 

0-04-85 

256/B 

002-28 

cm 

0-11-88 

252 

004-32 

253- ’ 

0-29-94 

254 

0-1306 

TOTAL 

6-66-65 

418/B 

0-00-21 

408 

0-04-57 

409 

0-19-32 

418/A 

0-33-34 

410/B 

0-14-67 

411 

0-23-83 

412 

00501 

WALNER MINOR 

0-09-36 

291 

0-34-16 

cm 

00841 

304 

001-04 

305 

0-76-62 

306 

000-67 

318 

0-34-30 

317 

0-21-57 








BHARUCH HANSOT (16)PpVAr 321 0-22-36 

323 ■ 0-59-90 

322 0^31 

328 0-19-72 

cm 0-06^ 

370 0-17-94 

368 0-36-39 

365 {MO-51 

364 0-35-24 

366 0-16-93 

360 0-2343 

362 0-50-21 

cm 00603 

342 002-56 

343 004-70 
SISADARA 

DIST 007-86 

KOSAMBABR. 0-1107 

PARVArDIST. 007-38 

188 0-19-26 

183 004-22 

184 005-22 

186 0-33-37 

187 0-19-73 

198 0-50-54 

205 0-53-17 

206 0-20-36 

2 LMINCR 0-15-33 

179 00946 

178 0-33-74 

177 0-1943 

176 0-16-11 

174 0-14-15 

ROAD 00707 

C«RA1N 002-90 

173 006-63 

TOTAL 10-55-25 

(17)Sl)NEVKALLA ^0 0-10-10 

532 ' • 0-23-73 

533/1-2 0-28-57 

534 0-44-69 

535 000-53 

536 0-21-77 

538/1 000-12 

537/1-2 0-3543 

549 009-19 

NALA 00145 

547 00604 
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1 2 3 4 

5 

BHARUCH HANSOT (17) SUNEVKALLA 542 

(WX)-56 

543 

0-34^ 

632 

0-70-32 

634 

(M)I-55 

TOTAL 

3-30^ 

(19)OBHA 101 

0-32-77 

100 

04)0-76 

cm 

0-02-94 

99 

04)242 

98 

0-17-37 

97 

04)1-14 

TOTAL 

0-5740 

(15)KUDADARA 135/B 

0-13-46 

144 

04)04)1 

143^ 

0-16-60 

143/A-l 

0-25-59 

136/B 

04)245 

ROAD 

04)6-63 

143/B-2 

04)44)9 

138 

0-16-56 

139 

0-134)7 

137 

0-154)8 

134 

04)2-40 

133 

0-30-24 

132 

04)14)1 

VAND-KHADI 

0 -21-22 

82 

0-14-68 

81 

04)6-75 

83 

04)3-78 

86 

0-164)6 

87 

04)2-80 

85 

0-38-76 

97 

0-18-83 

98 

0-II-70 

WBMROAD 

04)1-58 

101 

04)0-24 

96/A-B 

0-54-84 

95 

04)1-27 

93 

04)8-28 

94 

0-31-33 

92 

0-26-38 

107 

04)1-10 

109 

0-18-94 

TOTAL 

4-25-73 


[F. No. L-14014/12/03-G.P.] 
SWAMI SINGH, Director 


I 
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WWTTsm; a;T^3, 2004/^14, 1926 


15^, 2004 

^.3^T. 820.—%^ wnr % ^ ■srfrn 

Hi'lMWigH (W wiH % 3T#i) 

1962 Cl962^50) (f^ 

wwl) <irm 3 ^ Tq-«iro (i) % 'thtt 

sftr HMI^ ^ 

939(5(^) TTrN 19 3TOT, 2003, ^"3^ 
w^ <1*^^ ^ ^ 

%TT 1 ^Z 7 TT-^ Ml^Rl«h Am (^py-s^l) 

<5M41M % srf'iw ^ 3f5N . 
^ "^tw ^ «ft; 

3lk WT ^ ■^pmi ^ aiO« 

18 ry<1H<. 2003^ 222003 <l«h «ff; 

3Tk "3^ '*l'l<ll ^ l><l'<l 

"WT yit^O ^ f^ w f ^ 

3T=T^^ 1 ^ "W %; 

W*6k%, 

^3^ 7^ '^.■5n% "3^ ’jpT ■'n^Twri ^ 

'ffir '^' ■3^pfrn % ^rfMw 

3T?T: 'SR, ■^IRJR, "3^ 'SiWm ^ tlRT 6 ^ 
■ 3 'RKT ( 1 ) ^ 3 ^:^ VlHW’Mf ^ 3PTt^ ^5^ "^tW 

rqpir^-^ 

'fgrgT^%1^’37^ %«TftR5K^3r3Nf^ «n?n 

t; 

(4) ^ 31^ VlHw^'l ^ ^ t 

fi|«l^ % 1^ 'JpT 41^ ^ 3Tf^RTR, ^ 

% ^ 3Rh3 "^TRIR'^’ 

S r ^Md l ^H ^ 3rRR %T (tf^) 

fT%?T#TT WiW^aif^^, 

■ 5 ^,fcrlf»T^'^ W^#TTI 


31^^ 


r^di 


"HR 

(cm ^ 
'*11^ *11Cll 

1 

2 

3 4 

5 



24: 448-3T 

04)54)36 



452-3T 

0-10-89 


1 2 _ 3 4 


0-30-14 

0-30-37 

0-39-23 

0-26-18 

0-0046 

0-14-30 

0-16-19 

0-36-54 

046-06 

0-01-15 

0-06-99 

0-12-96 

0r26-ll 

04)1-03 

0-22-28 

04)2-25 

04)l-«0 

04)447 

0-53-65 

04)9-16 

0424)2 

0-15-28 

04)94)3 

0-144X) 

0-11-14 

0-29-18 

04)0-99 

0-16-35 

0-33-93 

.04)7-10 

0-36-76 

0-22-52 

0-2149 

0^-21 

04)7-00 

04)04)6 

0-56-89 

0-18-27 

04)0-55 

0-26-13 

{M9-84 

0-36-70 

04)849 

0-19-25 

0-19-78 


■gR 3il^ms 21 : 448-"^ 

451 

455 

486 

459 

482 

481 

480-3T 

467 

468 

469 
389 
391 
387 

384 

385 

328 

329 
331 

319 

317 

318 

«=fiR|^ 

261 

262 

263 

536 

266 

267 

268 
257 

278 

279 
281 
235 
234 
233 
232 
231 
230 
229 
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3 


23 


26: 


29 


154 

04)745 

153 

045-79 

152 

0-11-82 

159 

0-00-30 

160 

0-32-94 

161 

0-2341 

162 

0-12-80 

163 

0 -21-21 

164 

0-15-58 

. ^ 

01-71-30 

153 

0-204)0 

154 

0-55-50 

158 

0-5042 



04)6-33 

159 


159-^ 

041-65 

4 

049-20 

3 

0-26-57 


0249-67 

121 ^(^■^ 

0-29-74 

0-04-73 

® 173 

0-51-88 

138-^ 

0-22-69 


0-00-87 

139 

0-13-85 

140 

0-10-55 

141 

0-04-87 

143 

0-31-70 

frf 

0-1942 

161 

0-33-01 

162 

0-30-35 

163 

0-16-74 

169 

04)0-63 

170 

0-40-34 

171 

04)6-28 


0-06-94 


0-06-18 

190 

0-3642 

192 

045-58 

.216 

01-094)0 

232 

0-50-57 

231'ST-'^ 

0-07-60 


_ 2 _ 3 

W 'iildMi-s 29: 
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5 


31:^WR 


32:^iM 


2253?-^ 

04)2-85 


04)7-37 

241 

0-28-54 

240 

0-67-68 


06-86-38 

199 

04)6-34 

200 

0-00-98 

198 

04)4-62 


0-11-94 

8 

04)8-48 

24 

0-06-14 

16 

04)3-67 

15/33-^ 

0-52-57 

14 

0-25-74 

21 

04)2-99 

22 

.0-67-27 


04)3-08 

26 

0-00-14 

27 

0-31-67 


0-054)6 

47 

045-72 

77 

0-19-81 


0-03-50 

76 

0-31-21 

75 

0-00-24 

74 

0-51-75 

72 

0 -02-11 

no 

0-10-73 

71 

0-3744 

70 

0-00-24 

69 

0-21-25 

68 

0-27-34 


0-0842 

198 

0-27-72 

197 

0-31-54 

196 

0-1641 

195 

0-33-92 

168 

0-08-55 

\69M 

04)7-09 


0-17-22 

169/^ 

0-23-23 

172 

0-15-06 

171 

0-13-74 
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^ 3Tt?RT^ 32 173 (MX)-15 


^ 06-61-20 


25: %*1R 308-3fi 

310 
309 
312 
316 

314 
356 
355 
353 

351 
350 

349M 
348 
347/3T 

25 
28 
13 

29-3T 

II 
52 

55-51 
55 -^ 

54 
74 
73 

77 (M)641 

70 042-82 

0-06-71 

__ ^ 07-7741 

[WT'H. T^-14014/12/03-'3ft.-^.] 

New Delhi, the 15th March, 2004 

S.O. 820.— Whereas by notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 


Natural Gas munber S.O. 939(E) dated the 19th August, 
2003, issued under Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the 
Petroleum and MinexalsP^elines (Acquisition of Ri^of 
Userin Land) Act, 1962 (50ofl962)(heranafterrrfcrrcdto 
as the said Act), the‘Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the laiKl specified in 
the Schedule ^>pended to that notification for the purpose 
of laying pipeline for the transportation of natural gas 
through Dahej-Hazira—Uran—Dhabol Pipeline Sector 
under National Gas Grid Project in the State of (jujarat, a 
p^eline should be laid by the GAIL (India) Limited; 

A^ wh^eas cc^ies of the said Gazette Notifications 
were made available to the public from 18th Septeiriber, 
2003 to 22nd Septemb^ 2003; 

And whereas the objections received from the public 
to the laying of the pipeline have been consid^^ and 
disallowed by the competent authority; 

And whereas the competent authority has, under 
Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted its 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after 
considering the said rq)ort and on being satisfied that the 
said land is required for laying the pipelines,' has decided 
to acquire the right of usertherein; 

Now, therefore, in exefcise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
land iq)ecified in the Sdiedule appended to this nofificatioii 
is hereby acquired for laying the pipelines; 

And^ fruther, in exercise of the powers ccuifi^ed by 
Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
(jovemment hereby directs that the right of user in the 
land for laying the pipelines shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vest, on the date of the publication of 
the declaration, in the GAIL (India) Limited, proposing to 
lay the pipelines and tho-e iq>on the right of such user in 
the land shall, subject to the terms and conditions so 
imposed, vest in the GAIL (India) Limited, free from all 
encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Distt Tehsil Village 

Survey No./ Land to 

Block No. be acquired 
forR. O, U, in 
Hectares 

1 2 3 

4 5 


Surat Olpad (21)Vadoli 448/A 005-36 


452/A 0-1009 

448/B 0-30-14 

451 0-30-37 

455 0-39-23 

486 0-26-18 


0-23-13 
0-19-65 
0-30-46 
002-53 
0-19-70 
0-13-39 
0-3740 
0-23-75 
007-00 
0-2649 
004-51 
023-96 
006-55 
015-10 
036-80 
026-35 
07244 
•002-67 
(W)4-34 
0-61-60 
0-12-09 
003-23 
008-55 
066-32 
0-38-06 
0-14-72 ■ 
015-13 
057-04 
022-09 
0-15-90 
005-52 
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2_ 3 4 5 

Surat Oldpad (21)Vadoli 459 0-0046 

482 0-14-30 

481 0-16-19 

48Q/A 0-36-54 

467 0464)6 

468 0-1-15 

469 0-06-99 

389 0-12-96 

391 0-26-11 

387 9-01-03 

384 0-22-28 

CT. 002-25 

385 001-80 

Nala 00447 

328 0-53-65 

Nala 009-16 

329 042-02 

331 0-15-28 

ROAD 00903 

319 0-1400 

317 0-11-14 

318 0-29-18 

CT 0-00-99 

261 0-16-35 

262 0-33-93 

263 007-10 

556 0-36-76 

266 0-22-52 

267 0-2149 

268 009-21 

257 007^ 

278 000-06 

279 0-56-89 

281 0-18-27 

235 0-00-55 

234 0-26-13 

233 • 0-19-84 

232 ’ 0-36-70 

231 00849 

230 ^ 0-19^5 

229 0-19-78 


TOTAL 08-81-53 


(23)Kadaraina 154 00745 

153 045-79 

152 0-11-82 

159 0-00-30 


2004/CHAITrA 14,1926 » [Part II—Sec, 3(ii)] 

1 2 3 4 5. 


160 

0-32-94 

161 

0-2341 

162 

0-12-80 

163 

0-21-21 

164 

0-15-58 

TOTAL 

01-71-30 


(26) Adiharan 153 

0-2000 

154 

0-55-50 

158 

0-5042 

Gola-Achharan 

Road 

0-06-33 

159 


159-P 

' 041-65 

4 

049-20 

3 

0-26-57 

TOTAL 

0249-67 

(29)Vadod 12 lA^ 

0-29-74 

Sub-minor 0-04-73 

173 

0-51-88 

138-P 

0-22-69 

CT 

0-00-87 

139 

0-13-85 

140 

0-10-55 

141 

0-04-87 

143 

0-31-70 

Road 

0-1942 

161 

0-33-01 

162 

0-30-35 

163 

0-16-74 

169 

0-00-63 

170 

040-34 

171 

0-06-28 

Nala 

0-06-94 

- CT 

0-06-18 

190 

0-3642 

192 

045-58 

216 

1-09-00 

232 

0-50-57 

23I/A-B 

04)7-60 

225/A-B 

0-02-85 

CT. 

0-07-37 

241 

0-28-54 

240 

0-67-68 


y 


TOTAL 06-86-38 
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5 

316 

0-19r70 , 

CANM. 

0-13-39 

3U 

04740 

356 

0-23-75 

355 

0-07-00 

353. 

0-2649 

CANAL 

0-04-51 

351 

0-23^ 

350 ' 

.041^55 

CANAL 

0-15-10 

349 /B 

0-36-^^ 

348 

0-26-35 

347/A 

0-7244 

C.T 

0O2i67:T 

25 

.:-,004-3i^^ 

28 . 

06 W’ 

13 

0-124)9 

29-A 

0^3-23 

11 

0^2 

ROAD 

.04)8-55 

52 

0484)6 

55-A 

(^14-72 

55^ 

O-15-ll 

54 

0-574)4 

74 

0-224)9 

73 

(M5^ 

Acharan 0-05-52 

Khadi 

• •. *.- V; • .> 

77 

04)641 

70 

042-82 


1 


(32)Saroli 


4 :' 

5 

199 

04)6-34 

200 

04)0-98 

198 

04)442 

TOTAL 

0-11-94 

8 

04)848 

24 

04)6-14 

16 

04)367 

15/A-B 

0-52-57 

14 

0-25-74 

21 

04)2-99 

22 

067-27 

C.T. 

04)368 

26 

04)0*14 

27 

0-3167 

CANAL 

04)54)6 

47 

045-72 

77 

0-1961 

CT. 

063-50 

76 

0-31-21 

75 

04)0-24 

74 

0-51-75 

72 

04)2-11 

no 

0-10-73 

71 

0-3744 

70 

04)0-24 

69 

0-21-25 

68 

0-27-314 

ROAD 

04)8-^ 

198 

0-27-12 

197 

0-31-^ 

196 

0-164i 

195 

0-33-^ 

168 

068-45 

169/P 

04)74^ " 

CANAL 0-17-:^ r 

169/P 

0“23*i3 

172 

0-15-te 

171 

0-13-|4 

173 

64)0-^5 

total 0661-20 

an 308-A 

0-23-13 

310 

0-1965 

309 

0-3546 

312 

04)263 


total 07-7741 


“r _ [FileNo.L-14014/12A)3-G.P.l 

4 " V I F SWAMI SINGH, Director 

wfHi'iXvn yo 

Mnltt 5^1% 

% 3t%R ^ ^ ^ 

^ % 3Rffei^,-^ 31% 

■spT^ 3n^T*1^ t; ___ _ u.,-- .-I 


937GI/2004—7 
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( ^TftTohK obt 3T^) 1962 (1962 ‘®Br 

50) ^ W3 ^^wm(i) 

%'rn t; 

^ ^ ^f®Rr ihM «iRw ^TnfNr 

MR?r % TRTT?^ 'srf^, 

t, 'inni ijfTI % 

■3TI% % '3^''3^410 % 3?f%I2RR % 

^ ?f[ iiiit, 'qig^, inf^iRird, wrr^ 

[4t<jK HR<-ilvn'ii, iiTTrT 

^/19-l^, S, 1^. ■^. ^-452010 

(■»T«z? ^ %Rsr?T 3TT^ ^1 

31^ 

: ■*1^ TT^I:'^T^i 31 ^ 





I 

2 

3 

1 . 

i/i (m win?-) 

0.4050 

2 , 

296/1,296/2 

o.oia) 

3. 

425/1,425/2 

0.0660 


500 

0.1200 

4. 

33/1/2 

0.0360 


28 

0.0050 


10/4 

0.1570 


10/2 

0.0180 


33/2 

0.0300 

5. #crM3 

291/1,291/2 

0.0560 

14--(> I' 

299 

01720 

'■•■O 




324 ' 

0.0050 

i1/:. 




84/380/3 

0.1360 

li'-Vr-TO JAT( 

m: 

0.0740 


AsAir. ^ 

0.0210 

loJooiiCI [r 

/AV/g 90 MPT 

0.0160 

6 . Hlqcii 

GOv TFF 

0.0310 



0.\920 

K F?u-w ; - :ai920 

T]:^F F FCF F^F 7# '^1920 

JTfFFi TFjr FI? 





Iff f F>Ti5 FiFF 

IFT^vTT7FTF 


rPF' ITK FAVIFt IF 




IFFF 


I 

2 

3 


156/12/1/1 

0.2120 


156/13/1 

0.2160 


156/4 

0.2910 


156/15/1 

0.2910 


94/9 

0.0270 


94/10 

0.1730 


94/8 

0.1010 

7. 

51/2 

0.3340 


51/1 

0.0320 

8 . 

311'fln 

0.0160 


305 

0.0450 


307 

0.0220 


308 

0.1400 


85 

0.0610 


86 /1,86/2 

0.0220 


88/806/1 

0.1370 


88/807/1 

0.1540 


322/1 

0.1300 


322/4^ 

0.1170 


321 

0.1600 


[m. 3m-3ioi5/44/20oi-3it.2Rrrt-ii] 


3TSR^Tf^ 

New Delhi, the 23rd March, 2004 

S.O*^ 821.— Wlicreas^ it ^ipears to the Central 
Qovemment that it is necessary in the public int»^ tliat 
ftnr the transport ofpetroleum Products from the Panewadi 
(Manmad) terminal in the State of Maharashtra, an 
e^Qiston pipeline to Manglya (Indore) in tlie State of 
Madhya Pradesh should be laid by Bharat Petroleum 
Cbipcnation Liimted; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central (jovemment 
dull for the pmpose of laying such pipeline, it is necessary 
tOraapnre the n^t of user of iwd und^ which the said 
pjpeltee is pn^Hised to be laid and which is described in 
the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, di^efine, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub^secakm (1) of Section 3 of the Petrdeum and 
Minerals Inclines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1960 (50 of 1962), tile Central (jovemment hereby 
declares its intention to acquire the ri^t of user therein; 

Any perscm interested in the land described in tlie 
said Schedule may, widtin twenty-one days from the date 
cm which copies of die (Gazette of India containing this 
notification are made available to the public, object in 
writihg to the acquisition of the right of user therein for 
^ysi^ the pqieline under the land to Shri V.P. Pathak. 







^ms 


mmn—3(ii)l 


WWr WW: 3#?r3,2(»4/%r 14,1S26 


Con^setentAiiAafily, MimibairMimmadt^tki in e^^ 

Project Bharat Pe^lcMm C«poreti(mliHi^, G/J9-A, 
Scheme No. 78, Slice No. 5, A.B. Road, Uidore-^KIIO 
(MacttiyaPrade^). ' 

SCHEmJLE 


Tehsil: Mhow 

District: Indore 

State: Mac&ya 
Pnideili 

Name of Village 

Survey No. 

AreamHectace 

1 

2 

3 

1. KaUhiray 

1/1 (GX.) • 

0.4050 

2. Duljal^)ura 

296/1,296/2 

0.0100 

3. Sihod 

425/1,425/2 

0.0660 


500 

0.1200 

4. Kundhi 

33/1/2 

0.0360 


28 

0.0050 


10/4 

0.1570 


10/2 

0.0180 


33/2 

0.0300 

5. Sitapat 

29m, 29.1/2 

0.0560 


299 

01720 


324 

0.0050 


84/380/3 

0/1360 


75 

0.0740 


279 

0.0210 


90 Part 

0.0160 

6. Bhardala 

101 

00310 


156/18 

0.1920 


156/16 

0.1920 


156/17 

0.1920 


156/7 

0.1080 


156/8 

0.1100 


156/9/1 

02320 


156/10/9 

02320 


156/11/1 

0.2130 


156/12/1/1 

02120 


156/13/1 

0.2160 


156/4 

0.291G 


156/15/1 

0/2910 


94/9 

00270 


94/10 

0/1730 


94/8 

mm 


7. G0|h^^ 

51(2 

03340 


5V1 

0.0320 

8. Bhatfchcdi 

311Fart 

0O16D 


3^ 

00150 


307 

00220 


308 

0.1400 


95 

0.0610 


86/1,86G 

*0.0220 


88/806/1 

01370 


mstnn 

0.1540 


mn 

0/1300 


322/4K 

0.1170 


321 

0.1600 


pr.m R-3IW5/44«00M«4I1 
HiaatlSH KUMAR, thiderSBcy. 


26 ^, 2004 

mtlK. 

(-^4 % ^ 3t^) aiRrPwn, 

m2 (1962 ^.50) 

t) ^ 3 (i) % 3!#f ^Rd 

Wff ^.3tr, 2388 Hid® 14 2003. ^ 

1R^ 23 apwr, 2003 ^ WBlto 4^>dhi 6B 

(T(ppn5) ^ ^ »d»i^ (1^) 

f^parK 

w tiTO ■NftHiyw 3ri^wt 9Pfsr 

15 awi^ 2003 Hid ; 

(1) % ^«?1h RIIP ^ ^ 1^ t; 

3lk %, w R*M '»RI^K 

a^ Pl^ aWPOR ^ ^ *RRf 1PW ^ firw^ % 

OHil 

7 

m: 3w, 'mm ^ aj^^pn Rm 6 ^ 
■S^TORT (1) OT ^ 

ap# t% ^ W5^i$4 % 

% gpf^wraff 8t4h ft 6M ! ^ir ; ^ 

alk WBR, Tsm 6 

(4) IR ^ ^ t % 
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: qjRUqi; 

■teT:WfPr 

TTRt: 

TIT*T qJT 'Tm 



1 

2 

3 

1. 

53 

0.0400 


52 

0.0900 


44 

0.0530 


36 

0.0560 

2. q^V<3-5i 

76/1/1 

0.0540 

3. "vm 

52 

0.0770 


8/1 

0.0720 


15/1 

0.0900 

4. 

561 

0.0720 

5. 

44/1/1 

0.2450 

6. 

48 

0.0630 

7. ^5Rt# 

275/6 

0.0220 


276/1 

0.0400 

8. 

37/2 

0.0440 


38/5 

0.0560 


[m U 3TR-31015/38/2001-3jt.3rR.-II] 

New Delhi, the 26th March, 2004 
S.O, 822.—Whereas, by notification of tiie 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas, number S.O. 2387, da^edthe I3th August, 
2003, issued under Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisiton of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter 
referred to as the said Act), published in the Gaztftte of 
India dated 23rd August, 2003, the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the 
land, specified in the Schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the, 
transportation of petroleum products through Mumbai- 
Manmad Pipeline Extension Project from Panewadi 
(Maiiniad) in the State of Mah^shtra to .Manglya 
(Indore) in the State of Madhya Pradesh by Bharat 
Petroleum Corporation Limited; . 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette notifications 
were made available to the public from 15th Ortober, 2003; 

And whereas t he competent authority has, under 
Sub-section (I) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted 

report to the CentraUjovdmment; 

And whereas the Gentfal Government, after 
considering die said report and on being sadsfied that the 
said land is required far laying the pipeline, has decided to 
acquire the right of user therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in liie Scheduled is hereby acquired for 
laying the pipeline; 


PPART H—Sec. 3(ii)] 

And, fhrthcr, in exercise of thepowers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of Sccdon 6 of the *»id Act. the Central 
Government her^y directs that the ri^ ofuser in the said 
lant> shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, 
vest on this date of the publication of this declaration, in 
Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, free from all 
encumbrances. 

Si JHK lUJUB 

Tdtsil; Kasravad District; Khargone State I Madhya 
__ Pradesh 


Nameof^^Uage 

Surv^Np, 

Ana tn Hectare 

1 

2 

3 

1. Gyanputti ' 

' 53 ' 

0.0400 


SI 

0.0900 


44,,. 

0.0530 


36 

v ^ aQ560 

1 Kothra 

76/1/1 ‘ 

00540 

3. Nagawa 

52 

0.0770 


8/1 

0,0720 


15/1 

0.0900 

4. ChidUi 

561 

0.0720 

5 . AurangpUra 

44/1/r 

0.2450 

6. Satarad 

48 

00630 

7. Jaroli 

275/6 

00220 


276/1 

00400 

S Bllgun 

m 

00440 


38/5 

0.0560 


[F. No. R--3l015/38/200i^R-II) 
HARISH KUMAR, Uuda^ Secy. 


26^, 2004 

1962 (1962 ^ 50) d rfqfiqq 

(1) % w 

2188 13 2003, ^ RfRf 

23 STTRl, 2003 W 

^ f ^ T]r«? -qr ^q T: ^ 

(Wnr) W (t^) 

wqr, 2003 fh wm^ ^ ^ «jf; 

(1) % ^ 


• - ‘ 'in I m 


••II >• ' I 
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HTtn'gBTWW; 31^ 3, 2004/^ 14, 1926 


^t; 

«m: 3R, ^ tiro 6 ^ 

■3WTr (1) ^ ^ ^ ^ "*1^ 

t % 3 T 355 J# ^?RT ^ Tn^TOT^^T fTOT% % 

<3M4iM % 3(rffeRnT ^ 0|'j|l f«f>HI "^in^; 

“3^ ^ ^RI 6 ^ ■3^TUro 

( 4 ) ^ STfm ^ 1I%T ^ ^ ^ t ^ 

■ 3 ^ l3f«T% % WJtn ^ 3Tf%I^, 

■^rnr % W7R ^ 7n^ ^ f^f%?T % 

4^T<4 ) \vh 


n?«l<n : l^rai : TT^T : il«q 31^ 


Ttm ^ ^ 



1 

2 

3 

1. 

5/1 

0.0990 


9 

0.0250 


iO 1,10/2 

0.2190 


11 

0.0512 


12 

0.0260 

2. 

1/2/1/115,3/2 ^ 

0,0290 

3. 

134/3 

0.0396 


132/4 

0,0610 

4. ^ST^TT 

43/1/1,43/2/11 

0.4200 


43/2/2 / 



206 

0.0410 


228 

0.0450 


249 

0.2746 

5. 

283 

0.0030 


299 

0.0420 


170 

0.0200 


163 

0.0250 


160 

0.0140 

6. 

105/1,105/2 

0.0627 


103/2 

0.0230 


91 

0.0110 


100/3 

0.2851 


107/2/1/1 

0.0072 

7. 

24/1 

0.1390 


108/108/2 

0.0400 


123 

0.0546 


130 

0.0250 

8. 

56/I/I 

0.0840 


86/1,86/2 

0.0216 


[m '^, 3!R-31015/42/2001-3iit.3TR-II] 


New Delhi, the 26thMard\, 2004 
S.O. 823.— Whereas, by notification of the 
Government of India in file Ministry of Petroleum and 


Natural Gas, number S.O. 2387, dated the 13th August, 
2003, issued under Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals P^elines (Acquisiton of Right of 
Userin Lanth ^ct, 1%2 (50 of 1%2) (hereinafter referred to 
as the said Act), published in the Gazette of India dated 
23rd August, 2003, the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the land, ^ecified 
in the Schedule s^ended to that notification for the 
purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of 
petroleum products throu^ Mumbai-Manmad Pipeline 
Extension Project from Panewadi (Manmad) in die State of 
Maharashtra to Manglya (Indore) in the State of Madhya 
Pr^sh by Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas the copies of the said Gazette 
notifications were made available to the public from 12th 
November, 2003; 

And whereas the competent authority has, under 
Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted 
rqiort to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after 
considering the said report and on being satisfied that the 
said land is required for laying the pipeline, has decided to 
acquire the ri^t of user therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hCTdjy declares that the right of user in the 
said land i^ecified inthe Sdieduled is herdiy acquired for 
laying the p^line; 

And, fiirdier, in exercise of the powers conferredby 
Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Ceifitral 
Govenunoit hereby directs that the ri^t of user in the ^d 
land for laying the pipeline shall instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vest on the date of the publication of 
this declaration, in Bharat Petroloun Corporation Limited, 
free from all encumbrances. 


Tehsil: Ssanwar 

SCHEDULE 

District: Indore 

, State: Madhya 
Pradesh 

Name of Village 

Survey No. 

Area in Hectare 

1 

2 

3 

1. Bardari 

5/1 

0.0990 


9 

0.0250 


10/1,10/2 

0.2190 


11 

0.0512 


12 

0.0260 

2 Bhavrasala 

1/2/1/IKH, 3/2 KH 

0.0290 

3, Revathi 

134/3 

0.0396 


132/4 

0.0610 

A Jakhya 

43/1/1,43/2/1 \ 

0.4200 


43/2/2 ’ 



206 

0.0410 


228 

0.0450 


249 

0.2746 
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I 2 3 


5. 

Magar Kh eda 

283 

0.0030 



299 

0.0420 



170 

0.0200 



163 

0.0250 



160 

0.0140 

6. 

Bijukhedi 

105/1,105/2 

0.0627 



103/2 

0.0230 



91 

0.0110 



100/3 

0.2851 



107/2/1/1 

0.0072 

7. 

Dliabli 

24/1 

0.1390 



KWl, 108/2 

0.0400 



123 

0.0546 



130 

0.0250 

8 

Manglya Sadak 

56/1/1 

00840 



8(i/l,86/2 

0.0216 


[F.No. R-31015/42y2(K)l-OR-II] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secy. 
M 26 2004 

3ir. 824.— 

•5Rft?T ^ t -rpm '5^ ^ 

"TifR 'ifesi 11^ 

% % Pom 

^RI 

^'sOm ^<“hK <J«W HI5H<rH5't 
’3liq:^'H'2h wt?! ^ilT ^ 1%"^TT '^*, f^FR^ HJ§M<rH51 

'SHmIm % ^r^=niTi‘ ^ ^'4’i 

(^^'3^T^%3TterC^37#T) 3iTfMf^, 1962 (1962 
^ 50) 3 (1) "SRI «qTi ^ 5<4 )m 

3Tf 'jfR <iMHI*l % ^rf^FR^ •Sfshr%f^lT^3fR% 31HfR 

TTIw t; 

c^Rw ^ '^’ qf^iq 

<Tr^ f^RRit 3Tft4tjq'ti %nTT 3 ^ <JMqKi (1) % 

37qH ^ ^ 3Tf^Rj5^ ^ ■srf?pn ^smR^ -^H^n ^ '?TcT3t? 
^ ■3TT?fl f, f^ %■ MhR, ^ Wr^TlFT 

^ ^JJ^ -spjrj] HlfacMil , -5^- 

im ni^Hdin, ^7^ -3^ 

Iw qjinUjfH 

450, TR.#. wM, %1R^, f^RR-125055 
rdHdcl ^ 3TT^ -^51 TT^RT I 





r- ♦ 

PaKII 

: %tR 



; uhqi 

: wTT'IT 

oiq ^ 


awi 


it *661 

■^IR 








t) 


■#RT 

137 

205/5 

4 

0 ”4 


3qR-33015/5/2002-37t,3m. IK'TFT-II)] 


New Ddhi, the 26th March, 2004 

S.O. 824.— Whereas, it appears to the Central 
Government that it is necessary in the public interest diat 
for the tran^ortatiim of (mide oil from crude oil terminal at 
Nhnulra Port in the Stateof Giyaratto Bathinda in the State 
of Punjab a p^dine should be laid by Guru Od>ind Singh 
Refineries Limited (a subsidiary of Hindustan Petroleum 
Corporation Limited); 

And whereas it spears to the Central Government 
diat for the purpose of laying the said pipeline, it is 
necessary to acquire the right of user in ^e laiul under 
Much the s^id pqreline is proposed to be laid arid which is 
described in the Schedule aimexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of powers conferred by 
Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pqielines (Aoc^tion of Rigl^ of User in Land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962), die Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the 
said Schedide may, within twenty-one days from the date 
on which the o^ies of this notification, issued under Sito- 
section(l)ofSecti(m(3) of die raid Act, are made avaihdile 
to the general public, object in writing to the laying of the 
pqreline under the land to Shri Ram Karan Sharma, 
Conyietent Authority, Mun^-Badunda Crude CHI Pipeline, 
Puiq^ Refinery Project, Guru Gobind Singh Refineries 
Limited (a sttosutiary of Hindustan Petroleum Corporation 
limited), 450, M. C. Colony, Hissar Road, 
Sirsa-l25055(Haiyana). 

SCHEIXJLE 


Tehsil: Rania 

District; Sirsa 

State .Haryana 

Name Hadbast 
of No. 

village 

Khasra 

No. 

^ -s 

II 

Exbait 

Kanal-M^uia 

RANIA 137 

205/5 

4 

04 

IFUeNo' R-3I015/5/2002-CHl-n(Vol.iI)] 


HARISH KUMAR, UnderSecy. 
26 2004 


825.—%^ ^TRjR % sffr 






[’TFTn—3(ii)] 
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3Tt^3, 2004/^ 14„1926 


1962 (1962 ^ 50) (1^ 'q?^'35PT 

W^ t) ^ «?Rr 3 ^■3'T«rRr (1) ^ «T#T‘!Jnd ^'T^ MR?T 

WlT^^.'Sn. 247pTTrftW, 19 3TOI, 2003,'# »1R(T^TPm 
niOo 30 2003 ■%* «n1 si<i <5ti 

^ -ff, ^<<ri w 

afhC^ ^4 T H % 

fcrlf4i4 "gRT MJ5M<rif54 

3Tf%R>R 3Tf^ % 3r7% 3TRT?T 'sfr^pjn ^ «f); 

afhc O'JiMii ^ 5 [f<iMi ^H?n ^ ^iKl(a 17 

rOflH<, 2003 ^ ^ ^ -T^ Mf; 

'3fr< ’W*T siilet'swO %, "3^ ^ ^ 6 ^ ■^TORT 

(1) % 3T«fH WRR ^ 1^ 

3?It ■3«RTft^'9T f^‘*IK 4)<^ % 

3^tT ■fWn^R Srfe^pRT ■#'F^FT 

f^fnR'=c ^ sM’T 1%’^! ; 

SRT: 3m, %^WFR, ■5«W 3TfMf¥R ^ «iro 6 ^ 
WBO (1) m 51^ ^ ^ 

50 4i<rfM 3| if 3441'I %3ffM4>K 

^ 31'jf'l '3i«i| 'i|‘; 

afir "0^, ^ 3ffM^ ^ ^ 6 ^ 

(4) 

M(§H(rii5i f4wi ^ arOmsf^, 

•^•5^, -4^ ^,-?ft.%. RiPiis 

fHf^d ^Wri 








<ii^<i»i : 



3F*C s nPtcnp^ 


-^- — 

fPW®l 


' 


^1T*T 


3n^ 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

3TT^ 

779-5 0 


03 

18 


779-6 0 


00 

77 


779—7 0 


00 

89 


779-9 0 


00 

32 


1102-35 0 


00 

19 


1102-36 0 


00 

06 


1106-A1 0 


05 

28 


1106-B5 0 


00 

75 








; nW(mi§ 










1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

hW^I ('9f^) 740- A 0 

14 

61 


1 



716-A 

0 

02 

99 


738 

0 

01 

17 


739 

0 

11 

27 


672 

0 

08 

63 

^^(■^) 686-2 

0 

02 

20 


686-3 

0 

03 

50 


686-8 

0 

01 

60 


686-9 

0 

01 

90 


1384-1 

0 

02 

48 


429-2 

0 

06 

93 


432-AI 

0 

04 

54 


432-A2 

0 

00 

55 


633 

0 

06 

80 


25-A4 

0 

02 

71 

■ 3 ^ 

179-3 

0 

00 

56 


179-4 

0 

00 

50 


180-4 

0 

03 

22 


859-A2 

0 

00 

61 


859-A3 

0 

00 

59 


859-A7 

0 

01 

72 



: 




IPm; oPi(iHi§ 









aqft 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

^»5pfm 

686-2 

0 

00 

90 


830-3 

0 

01 

82 


920-3 

0 

05 

00 


488 

0 

02 

16 


507-1 

0 

01 

11 


507-2 

0 

00 

92 


516-4 

0 

03 

70 


517-1 

0 

07 

52 

^ifk^- 

280-7A 

0 

02 

95 

■ 5 m 






146-2 

0 

02 

49 


1016-1 

0 

01 

20 

(-qf^) 





WTT^- 

268-5 

0 

09 

55 
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r • 




1 

.2 3 


4 

5 


568-1 0 


07 

81 


644-1 0 


02 

04 


644-4 0 


01 

01 


699-1B 0 


01 

06 


699-1C 0 


01 

42 


52-4 X) 


01 

80 


■ 318-1 0 


00 

12 


322--3D 0 


13 

45 

(^) 

322--3H 0 


03 

45 

^ K 


[cn-sH : 








TT. 



I 

2 

3 


4 5 

mhmRi- 

337 

0 


00 46 


354-3 

0 


07 09 


374 

0 


00 14 


378-2 

0 


08 45 


416-3 

0 


00 05 


422-1B 

0 


04 42 


434-1 

0 


01 04 


434-2 

0 


02 42 


3-2 

0 


00 05 


4-2 

0 


00 20 


75-1B 

0 


01 00 


47-1C 

0 


01 25 


47-2C 

0 


00 20 


48-3 

0 


03 64 


90-3C 

0 


01 49 


511-lA 

0 


00 15 


581/2B 

0 


03 83 


584 

0 


10 83 


586/4 

0 


16 85 









-IIH 

XT. 




I 

2 

3 

4 

5 


352-1C 

0 

00 

44 


554-3 

0 

00 

72 


547-3A 

0 

01 

41 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


581-1 A2A 

0 

09 

96 

(^) 

581-lBl 

0 

01 

34 


600-lCl 

0 

00 

90 


600-1C2 

0 

00 

60 


255-1 

0 

00 

19 


578-3A 

0 , 

00 

77 


578-3B 

0 

00 

84 


578-3C 

0 

00 

30 


598-3 

0 

00 

08 


7-2B1C 

0 

11 

37 


104 

0 

01 

52 


109-4A2 

0 

03 

28 


112-1A 

0 

00 

92 


112-tB 

0 

02 

31 


«^-31015/3/2001 aiK.' n ( MPT) ] 


New Ddtu, &e 26th March, 2004 

S.O. 825.— Whereas by notiflcation of the 
Government of India in the Nfinistry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas nuihba: S.O. 2470, dated the 19th August, 2003, 
issued under Sid)*5ection (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerats Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in 
Lan(^ Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter reared to as the 
said Act), published in the Gazette of India dated the 30th 
August, 2003, the Central Government declared its intention 
to acquire ftte right of user in the said land specified in the 
Schedule a^)^ded to that notification, for the purpose of 
laying pipeline for the transport of motor spirit, siq>erior 
kerosene oil, and high speed diesel from Irimpanam 
Installation of Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, 
Irimpanam, Cochin in the State of Kerala to Karur in the 
State of Tamil Nadu by M/s Petronet CCK Limited; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette Notification 
were made available to the public on the 17th September, 
2003; 

And whereas the competent authority in pursuance 
of Sub-section (I) of Section 6 of the said Act has submitted 
his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after 
considering the said report, is satisfied that the right of the 
user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to the 
notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
land specified in the Scltedule ^p^ded to this notification 
are hereby acquired; 

And, further, in exercise of the powers conferred 
Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 




[*flnn—3{i 


: arflw's/ 20<rty*lsr 


Oovemment hereby directs tight of user in the asAd 

land shall, instead of vesdngthe Centnd tSovemme^ 
on the date of the ]nibttcation ^IhiadeGlaradQti, 

CCK limited, flee from aU otcundnancee. 

acmmm 

Taltik:Kantr DtetrictiKaim Sbtte : TmnllNada 
Name of the Survey Nos. Area 


V9-6 

779-7 

779-9 

1102-35 

1102-36 

1106-Al 

110&a5 


a) 


M 

m. . 

... .M 

VeeniKdiaporam 

280-7A 

'■ 

m 

95 

Mettupid^F^ 

146^2 


02 

m 

(Weal) 






10164 


01 

26 

SamhoBdanpalBjMB 268-5 

0 

^ 69 

35 


Nameof the Stdvey Nc^ 
Village _ 

a) q) : 


Alagtsii^ai 

North 


Name of die Survey Nos. 
VHbge 


( 1 ) ( 2 ) 


Monjanur (West) 


699^10 O ' ^ 01 

324 0 01 

0 00 

■% i *’•••'' ■ 

322-W O" 13 

322-ai 0 0^ 


738 

739 
672 

Thenniliai (East) 686-2 


716-A ^^0 


Name of the Surv^ No®. 




mrr 

07 09 

: ■ - r^- WIT'- ' 


37^2 ^ 



686-9 

0 

01 

90 

Naranapumm 

416-3 . 

0 

-01 

l^,:. ■ 


I384-I 

0 

02 

46 


.422-4B 

0 

. . 04 

C" 

m * ■ 

Thennilai (West) 

429^2 

0 

06 

93 


434-1 

0 

ot 


432-Al 

0 

04 

54 

434-2 

0 

02' ; 



432-A2 

0 

00 

55 

Oddatpalayan 

3-2 

0 

00' ■ ^ 

:.-Wv 


633 

0 

06 

80 


472 

. fO 


. 36 

Paiamathi 

25-A4 

0 

02 

71 


75-lB 

= 0 

01 

-f|K- 

Punnam 

179^3 

0 

00 

56 

Pattffliam 

♦7-.lfc 

b 


1794 

0 

00 

50 


4^ 

0 

do'' 



1804 

0 

03 

22 


48-3 

0 

-■<33'■ v 

. j^4'r- 


839-A2 0 

859-A3 0 

_ 859-A7 0 

Taluk: Kangayam District; Erode 
Name of the Survey Nos. 

Village Hect 


(1) _ (2) (3) 

Kangayam 686-2 0 ’ 

830-3 0 

920-3 0 

Veerananqialayam 488 0 

507-1 0 

507-2 0 

5164 0 

517-1 0 


Iragm* 


State: Tamil Nadu 
Area 

Acres Sq! Mtrs 


9^ ' - # 
511nlA 0 
581-2P 0 

584 0 

586/4 0 


i* : 1 

■ ■ ‘ 

8l3 


(Soud^ 


Name (^9ie Survey Nos. 

\®age Hect 

(I) ^ ^ 

SarcarAgrahara 352-lC o' 

VdUoro 

Scerapatoymii .55473 0 

MalUBcidcfaamPs^ 547-3A 0 

58I-1A2A 0 
581-lBl 0 



937GI/2004—8 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


60C>-1C1 

0 

00 

90 


600-ia 

0 

00 

60 

Madukkarai 

25i;-l 

0 

00 

19 


578-3A 

0 

00 

77 


578-3B 

0 

00 

84 


571^-3C 

0 

00 

30 


591W 

0 

00 

08 < 

Thimmalayam 

7-2B1C 

0 

11 

37 

Paiayam 

m 

0 

01 

52 


109-4A2 

0 

03 

28 


112-1A 

0 

00 

92 


112-lB 

0 

02 

31 


[FileNo. R-31015/3/2001-OR-na*art)] 
HARISHKUMAR, UnderSecy. 


M 1^?#, 29 2004 

-W.3F. 826.—^ 

Tr*«T -II ^ 

% ) RriPi^® 'SRJ, 

I^r0>T% ^ "sr^ 1■3fl tr 
t, WTtn % ^rfqspR ^ 

3R, 3(|k oPlvA si^'icni^n 

WlTn%3Tflr?jR'4?T 2fr5N) arf^fwi, 1962 (1962 
^ 50) ^ VRl 3 irwu (1) OT inteff ^ 'SFiPt 
^ 'jpi ^ <nF?in% ^ 

TsqfiRT, '3 t1 -^srI ^ 'JpT ^ %, 

did ^a •^i?Rr3^ wtrt (i) % 

% W'T^ y^lf^W ^ 

■Riwi ^spFn ^ ^ ^ ^ 

WT MiPq^uiO, 

^ (^5fTJ5^n) ^ftPT MRnl'ani, 

<M I ^ ^-533 103 (3TF« 31^) ^ RiRan ^ 
3TT^ 1?l%nT I 





TT^ 


lull 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 


(1) 

372 W] 

0.4050 



371 'inr 

0.0800 



367/1 HTT 0.3360 


I 2 3 4 5 


373'IPT 

0.1300 

374^11*1 

0.1100 


1.0610 

{2)Wf»I%*T 887 ^11*1 

0.0200 


0.0200 


; ['«W^5TU 1?^ - 14014/52/03-'^. A ] 

f\ g» 

«Wt IW, 

New t)€lhi, the 29th March, 2004 


S.O. 826.rT^crcas, it appears to the Central 
Govenunent that it is necessary in the public interest that 

for the nanspentatUm (^natural gas fiom Lingala GCS-n to 

Syaipala Ice Cold Industiy Pipeline Project in die State of 
Andhra Pradesh a. p^dinb ^uld be Imd by the GAIL 
^adiajUmitBd; 

Andwhoeas it appears to the Central Govenmiait 
that for die purpose of laying the said pipeline, it is 
necdssary to ae tpdre theii^t of user of land under vdndi 
the s aid pipeline is prqposed to be laid and which is 
descrd)ed in the Schedule anneiced to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exerdse of the powers conferred 

by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minaals P^lines (Aoquisitionof Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby 
declares its intendonto acquire the right of user therein; 
Any person interested in the land described in the 

said Schedule nu^,withintwenty-one days fromthedate 

on which die (x^es of the notification issued under Sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 3 oPthe said Act, as published in the 
Gazette of India are made available to the general public, 
object in writing to die laying ofthep^eline under the land 
to Competent Audmily, GAIL (Ini&a) Limited, Je^ Avenue, 
Danava^et,R^ainuiMhy-533103 (Andhra Pradesh). 


SCBB3Ka£ 


District Teh^ 

Survey No. 

Area to be 

acquired 

forROU' 




(inHectare) 

1 i 

^ 3 

4 

5 

Krishna Modi- 

(l)Chigu- 

372 Part 

0.4050 

nepali 

rukota 

371 Part 

0.0800 



367/1 Part 0.3360 



373 Part 

0.1300 



374 Part 

0.1100 



Total 

1.0610 


(2)Perikigudem 

887Part 

0.0200 



Total 

0.0200 

[RleNb. L-14014/52A)3-GFJ 


SWAMI SINGH, Director 





[«<wn-w 30i)]_3, 2004/<N 14,1926 tsn 


1 2004 

^ 31.827.— 

^ ^ ^ W W t) lit «IRr 3 ^ 3^ ( 1 ) % T^ hiri ^i«it % 

4lwim 3!r. ld477Tt^28^ 2d63,’3^rWt8%TSTOf 

U^;l\, n f^hPtU ^W^> IRT 9r^ %WT ^ 

Mfeir w ^»w 

^ ^^ s^. 

«flT "3^ <t’«i'i^ -SffM^'^’ii IjfiRf 1W ^ TTrfhl 9 2003 TOW IRT «#?. ^ .r ; 4 ; ; ; 

^ Wr :8tW 3»fMfiMH ^ m 6 (1) %3rtK 

3T^te t, ^ ^ ^ f. 

gTO:.gw,%^ ^ITO. ^ «iRr 6 (1) isr iriW^ ^ ^Ti>< w i ^ t 


' ^ w^k ««to ' 5 »tWnH*i ^ «?ro 6 (4) sra ^i<t 8 iftq 4 f llfr- 8 ^ ^ 














7T^:^<W 




m 





E^, 4 «Wt'?3^P15/2«0O2*a<MRR-n ] 


NcwPcttii,tlielst^)ril^20p4 ^ r 

S.O. 827.—^Whereas by notification of the Govenunent of In^ ra tiie lif&iisd^ BetnidMai and Natti^ 
Number S.0.1047, dated the 28th March, 2003, issued under Svb^section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User ih Land) Acti 1962 (50 of 1962) (h^rtdnafte^ref^rod tb 
the Gazette of India, dated the 29th Match, 2003, die Cenmd Govemmeatdec^redits iatehllQtt totro^ ftiift tt fe i ^ 
in the land, specified in the Schedule ^ipendod to that notification forthepuiposeoflayingp^lmefm'dwtr^sijortation 
of Crude Oil from crude oil terminal at Mondra Port in the State of Gigatat to Bad^^ m the Stkb of through 

Mundra-Bathinda Crude CKl P^eline by Guru Gobind Singh Refintties Limited (a adbricBaiy of Hlmhigtad^PiMte 
Corporation Limited); ■ ■ ’:■ "■- 
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And whereas, copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to file public on the 9th June, 2003; 

And whereas, the coiiq)etentmithoiity has, under Sub-secti(m (l)<rf Sectkmfi of file sifidAct» submittedhs report 
to the Central Goveminent; 

And wh^eas , ^e Coitial Govanmait, after considering fee wl fim port aiidon be mgg a fisfic d t^ said land 

is required for laying the pipeline, has dedded to acc^he fee riglfitri'userfeer^)^ 

Now, therefoire, in exercise of fiiepoweis co^eoedby Sife<fe6tioir(d> of S«fioir6 t^fee mid Act. fim Central 
Government hereby declares that fee ri^ of ustf in the land spedfledfei^fefr appqidedfe feg aotlfic^n is 

herd)y acquired for la;^g the p^eline; 


And, further, in exercise of fee pow^ cmifeiTed by Sub-section (4) oS Seefion 6 of fee said A ct, feo Central 
Government hereby directs fiiat the ri^ of tiso^ in the ssdd'land fin’ laying ^ pipelhie inroad of v^ng in the 

Central Government, vest, on the date of pubUcation of tbo dotfiarafem^ iaGom Gebkid Si^ (a 

subsidiary of Hindustan Petroleum Coiporation Limited) free from all encinnbfBllOOSf 


scwmx, 


Taluka: Mimdra 

District: Kutch 



Sfeto:C^arat 


Name of Village 

Sutvq^No. 

Part if Any 


ROUArea 





m 

M: 3q.Mt. 

1 

2 

3. : 


4 


(1) Shekhadia 

— 

Nakt 

00 

05 

25 

(2) Gundala 

— 

Cact'Dnck 

00 

02 

18 



Nala 

QO 

03 

08 


Trowels 585/1 

P 

00 

03 

21 


Trowels 585/13 

P' " 

00 

25 

% 

(3) Chhasra 

126 

— 

00 

m 

50 


P?.No. R^ 1015/2/2002-ORrll] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under fiecy. 

^ fewfl, 1 2004 


3tr. 828. sIIt taftw wiwp (Hpi ^ ^ 'm ff^N) atftfem, 1962 

(1962^50) «b8l ) 

an. 1922 9 200>, ilt 12 2003' 

■ 4 * yqjilvici ^ M ^ 1%f 

Rrlfni-S ^ ) SRIHIIMWfl% *H®W % ^gpwff ^ wt ^ 

<J04ldf ftut MUHW fttwi*! ftiR 

•5Rd % awt ^'dlT>n ^ «ft; 

20031b tow 

3RT;, 3T^, TO ^ IRT 6 lb TOW (1) gRT W TlNfe p, 1? llTO Wl t 

% ^ 3Tf«RJ^ "deTf^ 37^^ ^ ^ miMWI'*! fewb felR aidlM H mftliWi fif^ 

3^7; ■?rci>R, TOT 3iftdin 6 ib ohiri ( 4) ^'fifeldf wsrdPriRb P rif feb??! ^^1^ 

f^dl^ (1%^5??TH ^ TTljdfe) 1¥IRT fell I 












3, 2004/^ 14, 1926 






t^WIT: 


^P«l:TJ5R!?r 


Miq ■^j? *11*1 










31R 


^’x3-3nT 


I 


1 


Z ^Kt? 


3. 


?pfeui/l M 

156/2 ’ 

141/1 M 

216 

217 

?l^207 ^ 

161/2 

221 


140/2 

142/1 

llQ/r 

115/2 

115/1 








00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

01 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 


M 

25 

18 

00 

20 

54 

00 

00 

04 

01 

00 

02 

00 

00 

01 

00 

00 


24 

20 

41 
65 
48 
20 
61 
11 
22 
20 
08 
59 

42 
67 
01 
48 
10 


[■9?r. U 3lTC-31015/2/2002-3sila(iR-II] 

New Delhi, the 1 st ^Mil, 2004 

S,0, 828.—^Wbere^s hy notification of the Government of India in the Mimstr>K)f Petroleum and Natural Oas, 
Number S.Q. 1922, dated the 9th July, 2003, issued undo* Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum a nd K^etais 
Pipelines (Acquisition of lUght of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter refeired to as the saidAct), publishedin 
the Gazette of India, dated the I2th July, 2003, the Central Qov^iunent declared its intention to acquire the right of user in 
the land, ^eeifiod in the Sehlsduld’a^ondedto that notification, for the purpose of layingpti)e]me fcn-lhe transportatiem of 

4^%^ A I ^21 A ... .. ^ 4 A & 41 _4__ _. 1._.4 . * . . wm ^ _ ... 


Limited); 

■ I . . ■ ' 

Arid whereas, copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to the puWic on the 2nd August, 2003; 

And whereas, the conqiet^ authority has, under Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted its rqjoit 
to tlie Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Govemnumt, after conriderii^ the saidreport and on being satisfied that the said land 
is requir^ for laying the pipeline, has decided tO acquire the right of user therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1> of Section 6 of the said AcL the Cenftal 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule ^endCd to this notification is 
hereby acquired for laying die pipeline; 

And, ftirther, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that tile right of user in the said land for laying the pq^eline shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Cjrovemmcnt, vest, on the date of publication of the declaration, in Guru Gobind Singh Refineries Limited (a 
subsidiary' of Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited) fiec from all encumbrances. 
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[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)j 

SCHEDULE 

Taluka; Mundra 

District: Kutch 


State: Giyarat 


Name of Village 

Survey No. Part if Any 


ROUArea 



* 

Ha. 

Ar. 

Sq.mt 

1 

2 3 


4 


1. Mimdra 

Trowers 141/1 P 

00 

04 

24 


156/2 

00 

25 

20 


Trowers 141/1P 

00 

18 

41 

2. Baroi 

216 

00 

00 

65 


217 

' 00 

20 

48 


Trowers 207 P 

01 

54 

20 


161/2 

00 

00 

61 


CartTrack 

00 

00 

11 


221 

00 

04 

22 


CartTrack 

00 

01 

20 


140/2 

00 

00 

06 


142/1 

00 

02 

59 

3. Shekliadia 

110/1 

00 

00 

42 


1115/2 

00 

00 

67 


115/1 P 

00 

04 

01 


CartTrack 

00 

00 

48 


CartTrack 

00 

00 

10 


IF. No. R-31015/2/20020R-n] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secy. 


1 31^, 2004 

31T. 829.—% 'Sil^wK'^ 'at4*i) 1962 

(1962 50) ^^3 ^39^ (l) %'311^^^MR?T W4f>R% 

yi<^rcl<+ ^ ■?TW^. 3n. 10461!Td?ff 28'*ir^, 2003, # MR?T%Tnm 29^, 2003 

wrf^iW^'SFt 9i5M«i5H%’n«FT'^ 

'?t?sirT^ ^-511^ TF^-SCMl^^i % % Icm, % 3lf^«f>K «M '3^"'Sfjl 

Ct5<_^ % 3lH^ 311^1^ opf mI'I'JJI 

3Th! TTjT’T^ "^HcTT Tnfhs 9 2003 *ff; 

3Tk^^‘5fTlM^PRt%, ^3^ «nTT6'^39ti^ %3T«iH, 


TfWR % ^ 3fr(^^RT«IPT^'3IT^'9Tf^'3^ 'jf*? MI§H^5H %1^ 

3TcT:, 3T^, m.^\i, '37fRfwi '^Ft ^ 6 ■^Ft^'RTRr (1) ^ VlRW'^l ^ ^f 

aTR, 'RT^, ^3^3Tf^Tf¥l*r'2Ft^6^'39^(4) 

^ ychijjn^ rti(i<a^ i«tWri*iHt^'g;^, 





[HPTii—3(ii)] 

'TOT ^ 3, 2004/^14, 1926 
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: eV)'<«9 












3RR 

2RR 

12 

3 4 

5 

6 

7 

(1) 

327/2 

00 

01 

26 


331 

00 

01 

42 


393/1 

00 

01 



— 

00 

02 

07 


375 

00 

01 

16 


216 

00 

04 

47 


214/1 

00 

00 

62 



00 

01 

35 


211/2 

00 

08, 

80 

(2) 

177/2 

00 

01 

77 


157 ^ ^ 

00 

03 

91 

* 

153/2 

00 

00 

36 


254/1 

00 

01 

23 


254/4 

00 

00 

41 

(3) mm 

325/2 

00 

03 

33 


344/1 ^ 

00 

03 

39 


263/1 

00 

00 

47 


133 

00 

01 

04 


125/1 ^ 

00 

10 

07 


122/2 

00 

00 

29 


106 

00 

01 

37 


100 

00 

03 

03 


96 

00 

00 

69 


344/1 ^ 

00 

01 

35 


3m-3l0l5/2/2002-3(it5RR-Il] 


New Delhi, Ihe 1st April, 2004 


S.O. 829.—Whereas by notification of the Govemm^ of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, 
.Number S.O. 1046, dated the 28th March, 2003, issued under Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of Users in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hateinafterrrfeired to as the said Act), published 
in the Gazette of India, dated the 29th March, 2003, the Coitral Governmem declared its intention to acquire the ri^ of user 
in the land, specified in the Schedule attended to that notification, for the purpose of laying p^eline for the trarupoitatian 
of crude oil from crude oil terminal at MundiaPoit in the State of Gujarat to Bathindainthe State of Pmyab throu^Mundra- 
Batjiinda Crude Oil Rpeline by Guru Gobind Sin^ Refineries Limited (a subsidiary of Hindustan Petroleum Coiporation 
Limited); 


And whereas, copies of the said Gazette notincation were made available to thepublic on the 9th June, 2003; 
And whereas, the competent authority nas, under Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Central Ciovemmait; 
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And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report and on being satisfied that the said land 
IS required for laying title pipeline, has decided to acquire the right of user therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby d( 2 clares that the right of user in the land ^edfied in the Sdtednle appended to this notiiication Is 
hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And, further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land for laying pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vest, on the date of publication of the declaration, inthe Ouftt Gobind Singh ReRneries Limited (a 
subsidiary of H industain Petroleum Coiporation Limited) free from all encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka; Muridra 

District: Kutch 



State: Gujarat 


Name of Village 

Survey No. 

PartifAny 


ROU Area 





Ha 

Ar. 

Sq.mt 

1 2 

3 

4 

B 

6 

7 

(1) Guiidala 

327/2 


00 

01 

26 


331 


00 

01 

42 


393/1 


00 

01 

94 


— 

Nala 

00 

02 

07 


375 


00 

Oi 

16 


216 


00 

04 

47 


214/1 


00 

00 

62 


— 

CaitTrack 

00 

01 

35 


211/2 


00 

08 

80 

(2) Mokha 

177/2 


00 

01 

77 


157 

P CartTrack 

00 

03 

91 


153/2 


00 

00 

36 


254/1 

. 

00 

01 

Z3 


254/4 


00 

(X) 

41 . 

(3) Clihasra 

325/2 


00 

03 

33 


Trowers 344/1 

P 

00 

03 

39 


263/1 


00 

00 

47 


133 


00 

01 

04 


125/1 

P 

00 

10 

07 


122/2 


00 

00 

29 


106 


00 

01 

37 


100 


00 

03 

03 


96 


00 

00 

69 


Trowers 344/1 

P 

00 

01 

35 


[F. No. R-31015/2/2002-OR-1I] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secy. 









1 2004 

If ^ w JRft« iflfll % ft* TTft^PfTf Tr»«T|f^0^ % fiw % 

HI5M<r1t§4 fiWll{ ‘ ' • - - • [ 

^ ^iTwt ^ 4fiwn*! 1ii»r% % T^im % 1^ w t % w Tpf If, fi i m»lf w 

l^rwi^ ^ ^ 'jTOfW't ^ ^ ti % «i^wr m «!ih ib^; 

«W;,^34*, IrafN4<WK v5ll< «lPl’*l ^nprwm (If Wltn%arfiiiRR^3T^) 1962 (1962^ 

so) ^ «inT3 iit^s'WRr (i)BroiJ^^iftRnififfir%T^15^,'3^i ^If wiiw%3ffl(^^3nf^^il%3nl«niw 

«!>«fl i|'j ■ . « 

^wm «R3^i#lf t, fuif»^ «wpf 3 -^i) # ##4 

^ tl %iW4rif, 1 ^ j Ni! g fft w g < (R.U.O. mfinwe, it* 

^ HM i mf^^HH -611001 (irftffftfff) ▼<» if ^ilN iNna^nr \ 


3lf^ 


f^dl 

iT^dh?! 

-m 


3fR.3h.^hbhr % ftiq 

^ Ihrwi (tiz«iTlf) 


fir#ph% 

49, 'd'hMPMhM 

1/2 

1 1 J Pp 1 1 . . 1 { .* l-'J J 1 'J ! 

/ ^ 0-0-10 '■"■ ■ -1 




1/11^ 

0-00rr20 





0-03-31 


[W U HW-14014/26/’03-^.lt. (MR-I)] 


NewD^ii,11ielst Apfil, 2004 • ’ 

S.O. 8^.—Whereas it appears to the Ctnttrt Gevcpmwat ftnit Miwceii«y »ti»iiiiWin ijtp^ tiitit 
tran^xnrtationof natatf l^tfeaoiiili K0d]i4Cqraiiiladaaa«angi^^ F^^eiatoSaslarlla4ai WH i o iri Qat <3i||B^eGt 
ia the Statoof Tan^Nadu, ap^pdiitodiouldltoiaidbytoeGAIL(bidfa)LiiBlted; 

And v^icreas h appeals to the Central Govenunent that for ^piHposetrf toying the said p^Mlhie, it is Moeliary 
to acquire that li^ of user in the hold laider which the said pipeline is proposed to be hod and iidikh is tecriM id Ac 
Sdiedule annexed to Uiis notilBcation; 


Now, UKScfere, in eaaatnlaecdihepowm qooferredby $iibfsec^^ 




to aoqoim^figlddfiisartliaeiii; 


I VJ^x- i' f nit*' r 


which die copies of the notification issued ander Sito-section (1) of Section 3 of rae saidai|ipMnh«I ai 
of ^ ]nade an^aihd>le to the geocndpoblic, object to writing to dto liQripg (d‘&e pip^ae uoderliib^atolto 

Tdisil^(RO.U0GqispeietoA]toiQri^,GA]Ldbidia)Umiied,Caii^ 19 itonanalEast Sheet, NagipatltoBiii»61|0Ol 


(T^Nate). 


m t 


937 GV2D04—Q 
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scBmu 

District 

Tehsil 

MOage Sufv^Np. „ 

Arcato be Acquired for ROU 
(bHedt^) 

Namakkal 

Tuuchengole 

49, R^apalayam 1/2 

(M)-10 



1/lA 

04)3-21 



Total 

(MJ3-31 

----.■■ ■ , . - 


(F. Ffo, L-140I4/26/’03-GP.(P!aBt-l)] 
SWi^SIISKM,IMrector 


1#W,20O4 * 

831-— mm, ^ 1962 (1962 

^ 50) ^ t3im 2 (^) ms Ilf fii% mm 852 Tnfta 

7 3T^, 2000 3n. 1807 19 2001 ^ oiRfwiii *** ^^*^^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ tr*^ % ^ms 

[m 3TR-31015/5/2000 3ft 3TR-11 ] 

ir* . ■ • ••: 

New Delhi, tiie 1 Si j^pril, 2004 

S.O. 831._In pursuance ofebuse (a)ofSecliMi 2 of As P€tti^aimaaiNfiiiaals.Piplmes (Aapiisitiali ofRi^t 

of User inland) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), and in supersession 

and SO 1807date(iAe 19th July,2001,Ae Central Governmenther*yauthorises Shn F. A.B8bi, Mamlatdar, S5)P^ 
Gandhinagar on dejaitation to Guru Gobind Sin^ Refineries Limhed to paform the factions of coiiq>ctCT for 

Mundra-BaAinda Pipelme Project, under Ae said Act within the territory of State of Gujarat. 

(F.No. R-31015/5/200(K)R-II] 

HARISH KXJMAR, Under Secy. 

2 3Tft?T, 2004 

^.OT. 832,-%=ia^W»l!R, WtW»t 1962 (1 962 

sn^fira; ^ SiftR^FIRlif U man. 1221 ^ 3 3I#H, 1996 IWt afR U -W. ^.3498 ^19 1?” 

sftTjq. ^ #1^1. W'39«HIWt, aUFtH^ .nTiUirn K-tlHia 

^ iBt >«fay6 4«tfl 11 

C’w. u 3nT-3ioi5/i i/*2003-3ft 3m-n] 


■ . ..■' I,■ ' ■ • 

New Delhi, the 2iid April, 2004 

S.O. 832 .—In pursuance of clause (a)of Section 2 ofliie PdroleumaodMinerals Piplines (Aoqni^n 
of User inLand) Act, 1962 (SOof i%2), the Central GovertthiStlweti^aiittoiteesSliti N.Krishna^ Sp^ 
Deputy Collector, Govenneiitof Andhra Piadedi to petfoiw ftehnctioits of ciii*eteiitw^ty «iid«^ said Act 
widiin' dieterritoiv of the State of AndhraPradesh for Hindonan Petroleum Corponmtm l^led sVt^l^ynwa^ 
SecunderabadPipeline inidaceofShii M. RamaKiishna 

Ministrj of Petroleum and Natural Gas, tniii*erS.O. 1221 (lhledfheMrt/4»«.l^^^ 3498datedthe 

19A November, 1999. . . 

p? No R-310l5/n/2003-OP-IIl 


HARISH KUMAR, Untta-Secy. 





4t« |i« 



I f. I. 


... 


f 


itNaMlM 



3(m)J 


1 «4N, 2004 




^.a^:833.—^ i# 

Txm TOTOH"mR«ilwnj ^%>Tftiir4%.ftn?%r (if^wr) 

415 MWI 54 ; 


^ "3^ 'in'nni^n “^IW^ % Ji^Jl'on % ^ 4infq% TPfhr ftP'TO ^[PT I^PH^f "^lir 

HI 54 <r 1 l 5 H ^ ’ 4 h ^ ^ ^ ^Ipfe t, ■ 3 'W^ % 3 »PW!R ^ «i«N 

. ■ ' i 

^:, 3H, «<<W <^ «Pf'*I WlW%3rf^W5R^ 3?lh) 3?ftPnm, 1962 (1962^ 

Ml^«n ^>T?ft "t; 


'JPt^ fl^^^k'i^, -«« ^4*W if>l i^RI3 4>1 ^WW (1)"% 

'^TRt ’ITOT % ■^i’iJi'171 ■^' M<^if^n 4lO?^;tWI 'Ufil'Mi fOWfl '*1461 44(4*1 ^ 1^^8|nft "f, 1^ % 

Hi5’H<rii5i ■3fr% % T^, 9ft if«4r, WT M r fipwl^, -ft^T (^ft»5*n) ^ fttVen, ^ifi. ^ 

^5T5^T^-390005(-3^im) ^ 3n^ 


315^ 


f^<R?TT 




^ ^ ft,- ■ AJ.-~ 

3ni.3n.^ T iWq atFTO WW 

1 

2 

3 

A 

5 


3nwK 

i»«iw«i>i(l«ti 

1093 

0.1351 




1096 

0.0853 




1097 

a0566 



' ■ 

1098^ 

a056$ 




1089 

0.1226 . ..p-. 


- 

' -i i'.v .V 

W 

0;0163 




1099 

'■■'0:2175 > . ■ ■ ^ .. : 1 ^ 



■ ill 

1104 

03236 . 




.j ■• ,.7 n,!< 





1112 

0.1270 





.1^140fr . - 


['^. T?5T-14014/19/’03^^it ] 


> WwBPV 

New Delhi, die 1st 2004 

S.O, 833,—^Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transportation of liquid petroleum gas fiom LPG Flam, Gandhar to lOCL Bottling Hant, GandharPqydine project in the State 
of Gujarat, a pipdine should bf Imdby the GAIL (Indi^ Lhnited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for thapuipoM of laying the said pipeline, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said p^eline is proposed to be laid and ndiidi is described in the 
Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exe^e of the powers confinsedby Sub>section (1) of Section 3 ofthe Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Ri^ erfUsw inLaod) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), die CciMxal Goveniinent hereby declares its intendjan 
to aequire the right of usOT therein; 
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ppART H—Sec, 3(h)] 


Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedole may, whhin twenty-one days from the date on 
which the copies of the notification issued under Sub-section (1) of Sectitm 3 of the said Act, aspublish^ in the Gazette 
of India are m^e available to die general public, object in writing to die layingofdiepq|>elme under the land to Shri S. T. 
Van^ Competent Arithority, GAtt. (India) Lindted, I>atoaaBoildtog; R, C. Dad Road, Adc^nri, VadDdara-390005 (Gidarat). 

SCSEDCI!l£ 

District Triisil Sanity M).. 

Altn tobe Aoqmrad ibr ROU 

*::,..•■•■ ’'OMtociar^v 

Bhanich Amod Rozatankariya 10^ 

1096 

1097 

afe 

0.6566 

1098 

0.0565 

lOWvi 

ai226 

KW 

trnier 

KW 

ft21» 

no* 

0.3236> 

1112 

0.1270 

TM 

1.1405 

Revft, 1 2004 

[F.No.L- 14014/19/’03-G.P.] 
SWAMISINCSI, Director 

834. ^ oiiq^«fq^ JuDd t ft* tl'ddd 

(#5«n) SRT, 'aiFft ; 

^ infant 

'3TT^ 1I??*TR flWd %, 'd4*iW% '^ST ; 

m:, 3R, ^ taPi'Ji hi54«i54 1962 (1962^ 

^ w ^ ^ fltro t,-3^ TRrii^ ^ ora 3 ^ ( 1 ) ^ 

’M Hi5TOi5^ ftran; wmifiwrfr, % (^P-S’n) irk sir #. 

■^rstt^^-390 005 (■ 3 TOT) '4»tl3ifbr?r'3^-^* 

313 ^ 



3Tf^ ^riri5?T 

(%42aR-^*) 

1 2 3 4 

5 

19—^;^ 178/^ 

00540 

414/^ 

007-40 

33/to 

000-54 

w 

0-13-34 

20—188 

0-26-20 

181 

0-lWX) 

179 

00800 


0-53410 

21—145 

0-32-50 







[^ n—^ 3(ii)] 


3, 2004/^ 14, 1926 


1^23 


1 


2 




3 

4 

5 

21—iRsrd 

146 

0-24-30 


136 

00680 


137 

0-1800 


138 

0-17-60 


139 

0-1680 


135 

0-18^ 


147 

00093 


148 

004-40 


M3 

04000 



01-79-93 

,2— 

153 

0-21-30 



0-21-30 

23— 

454 

01880 


460 

00860 


217 

004-14 


W 

0-28-54 

24— 


009-20 



009-20 

25—1^ 

K) 

03480 



0-34-80 

26— 


00445 


1647 

006-20 



0-10-65 

27— 

77 

001-90 


719 

001-90 


737 

006-70 



0.10-50 


[m B. T5?T-14014/42/’02-'9ft.'^. ] 


New Delhi, tte 1st April, 2004 


S.O. 834.—^Whereas it afqjiears to the C^tral Oovemmetit that it is necesssy in the p^lic interest that f^the 
transportation of liqmd petroleum gas from Jamnagar—^Loni pipeline project indie State of Chijarat, a pipeline should be 
laid 1^ the GAIL (India) Limited; 

And whereas it q^eais to the Central Governn^t that for the purpose of laying the said pipeline, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said pipeline is propoiied to ^ laid and whidi is described in the 
Schedule annexed to this notification; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sectitm (1) of Sccti<m 3 of the Petroleum and Mineials 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1 962 (SO of 1%2), die C en^ Govemm^ hereby declares its intemion 
to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twMity-one days from the date on 
which the copies of the notification issued under Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, as piibli^ed in the Gazette 
of India are made avjulable to die general public, object in writing to the laymg of thei^ielme und^ the l and to ISiri S; T. 
Vanza, Conpetent Audiotity, GAIL (India) Limited, Daipan Building, R. C. Dutt Road, Alk^mri, Vadodara-390005 (Gujarat). 
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SCHEDULE 

District 

Tehsil 


Survey No. 
BladcNo. 

Land to be acquired for ROU 
(in hectares) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


19—^Kuntasi 

178/P 

04)5^ 


414/P 

04)7^ 


33/P 

04)0-54 


Total 

0-13-34 

20—^MotaDahisara 

188 

0-26-20 


181 

0-194)0 


179 

04)S^ 


Total 

0-53-80 

21—^Taii^baii 

145 

0-32-50 


146 

0-24-30 


136 

04)6«) 


137 

0-184)0 


138 

0-17-60 


139 

0-16-80 


135 

0-18-60 


147 

000^3 


148 

04)440 


143 

0404)0 


Total 

01-79-93 

—^NanaBhela 

153 

021-30 


Total 

0-21-30 

23—Mota Bhela 

454 

01080 


460 

008^ 


217 

001-14 


Total 

0-28-54 

24—Jashapai 

178/P 

009-20 


Total 

0-09-20 

25—Haripar 

10 

034-80 


Total 

0-34-80 

26—^Maliya 

94 

00445 


1647 

006-20 


Total 

010-65 

27-u-Nani Barar 

77 

001-90 


719 

001-90 


737 

006-70 


Tbtal 

0-10-50 


IF, No. L-14014/42/’02-GP.] 
SWAMI SINGH, Director 
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835 .—# 5 Rf ^if 3 Tra?WTRftn'tot^fJRRTTP>?^ 'Jlim'H-ljWt ^lWl 4 *fT 

W ijj 4 > Hrm«m ■airft 

%^<4 ^RgpRllit 4<|qv*i» M<flfl 

^ ’sr^iTW % alk # srfM^japn ^ 3T3qji^t ^ %, wJin % 3(Tf«wR ^ sraH ftRTT 

< 3 T?r;, gR, W%R> ^ Wfr»T% ^ 3 T#t) 1962 ( 1962 'aBT 


^ ^5q^> ^ w Htwc t> -gR ifffNg a<w grWpqR^ qro 3 (i) %r 

^5*w>VRf^%'ftiR, ’jpT%^ 

H i ^M<ri f ^H f^ren^ -^sn^ % wt nrf^wrft, % (#5^?!) ^ ft#sn, fte, '*iH>i 56 , 

^T5t^-390005 


315^ 


■f^T^ 


•nfar 


^.^.31. % 3TN?T ^ 

■3n%T4i^'iP? (%’s^'^f) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 




368/1 

0-20-20 


395 

0-244)0 

736 

0-184)0 

400 

0-25-80 

396 

04)9-80 

394 

0-19-80 


01-17-60 


2-«ii^j 

124/M 

0-13-30 


124/^ 

0-2800 


178 

003-40 


3*^ 

0-46-70 

3-'iH^ 

1711 

0-19-40 


1861 

0-2700 



(M6-40 

4-(kHI 

217 

002-20 



0-92-20 

5-^iHS«»^ 

216 

215/^ 

003-36 

0-15-80 



0-19-16 

6-HI^M 

195 

002-10 


3*<n 

002-10 

7-3TnTR 

757 

0-1060 


511 

004-20 


0-14-80 
















2 


3,30ft4/^ «, 


3 _ 4 

i6«aRpm <* 






CM)3^ 

0-10^ 

(V04^ 

0-17*20 

0«M5 

0-12^ 

046*«0 

0-36^ 

04^50 

049-32 

06040 

001-K7 

03-91-13 

012-17 

005^ 

006-15 

04400 

02500 



092-32 

57 

01060 

228/1 

02400 

117 

04360 

H) 

00175 


0^ _ . 

[m tl. ‘^-14034/42/012-^.'^. 1 
^?^p1T ttwF» 


NewDdhii Ac lstA|idl,2004 

S.O 835._ Whereas it J^Jpcars to Ac CoBAalGovcnuncnt Aal tt^^ 

tr ffTisp nftatioii of hqmii petroleum gas from laMSM; 84 t*^-ot^py*^Ae piOJ 
by the GAEL (India) Limited; 

And whereas it appesos to the Central CkvcramemthatfiOT^piiipM^^^^ 


Schedule annexed to this notific^on; 


Now thciefOTe, in exercise of Ac pcweK CDmeTOWow«w»«»« IV 

Pipelines (Ac^usitimofRifi^rt of Userml^^ 1962 (50of 196ZX AcCciAa 

to acquire Ac ri^Jt of user therein; 

fflf^rested A Ac land described m Ac said Sch edu l e may. 


jfAeltoOoleomaHlIifinecris 


Tr^IirsITv. 


of todia sue made availatoleto Ac genealpAHc, object m 
V ^yira rnmpetent AuAoiity. GAIL (Indtt) Limtod, Daqum 


937 GU2004—10 
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SCHEDULE 


TehsU 


Jamnagar 


Villa y 


I-Keshiya 


2*6a^ 


S'BaltDnhha 


4-Taiana 


3-JaiiKhidhai 




7-Aniian 


8-Phadsar 


9-Madh^ar 


lO-Sapar 


ll4Chi mranq 


Survey No./ 
BlocJcNo. 


Total: 


Total: 

I 711 

1861 

Total: 


Total: 

213/p 

Total: 


Total: 

"^7 

511 

Total: 

"^2 


Total: 

9V1/P 

34 

Total: 

425 , 

50/9 

50/4 

53 

50/3 


[Part II— Sec. 3{ii)] 


Land to be acquired 
forR.O.U, in Hectares. 


0 - 20-20 

0-24-00 

0-184)0 

0-25-80 

04)9-80 

O-IWO 

01-17-60 

045-30 

0-284)0 

003-40 

048-70 

010-40 

027-00 

0-4640 

O%-20 

092-20 

0^-36 

015-80 

019-16 

012-10 

~O12-10 

01060 

004-20 

014-80 

OOOIO 

00010 

^24-40 

02440 

^38-20 

003^90 

" 04240 " 

"046^“ 

014-25 

023-25 

0024)3 

014-70 

037-00 


01 - 08.21 




^ 3Cii)] 


2004Mt14,1926 


1 _ 2 

Jamnagar Jodia 


Jamnagar 


3 

4 

5 

HoRavalsar 

ims 

0-27-08 


Total: 

0-27-08 ' 

13>Shekha|»at 

33 

04)1-00 


90 

0-364)0 


399/2 

0-294)0 


Totid: 

0-6648 

144Caiisiniira 

36 

00448 


Total: 

00448 

I54.aldia-Baval 

187 

0674)0 


98 

002-92 


88 

* 03260 


89 

04200 


204/1/P 

011-50 


204/2/P 

04500 


Told: 

02-01-92 

16-Aiiia 

497/2 

01140 


4/P 

" 0164)0 


4/P 

0014)5 


38/P 

00900 


38/P 

01204 


38/P 

01660 


37 

0224)0 


36 

017-36 


36 

005-58 


49 

04002 


48 

003-88 


52 

OlOGO 


52 

0034)0 


52 

004-00 


115 

017-20 ‘ 


155 

04)945 


115 

012-26 


88 

03660 


88 

046-50 


87 

049-32 


87 

06040 


89 

O01-«7 


Total: 

03-91-13 

HrNagaisim 

782 

012-17 


1019 

0054)0 


HBl 

0054)0 


1208 

0444)0 


1205 

0254)0 


TflW; 0«-32 
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fpAKrlt~SK:.30^ 


Jamnagar 

Dhiol 


4 

57 

5 




72m 

&244» 




U7 

(k4m 




10 

aw75 




Total: 

0.8^ 


«lA44Yd1«|| 


[F.Na L-14014/42/*02-<9] 
SWAME SINC^ DiiBctor 

1 3dl^,2004 

=W ’in wn!htfiin»^hR. 

_ 




^iid 


'm 









*1'^l<5 


28“w^wr 

589A 

589/2 

588/1 

442 

443 

345/1 

5K 

58Sa 

587 

0-17-50 

0-31^ 

0-244)0 

0-11-10 

0-184» 

04)641 

0-244)0 

0-204)0 

0-124)0 



01-65-76 

29“^wWr 

608 

0-23-80 

30-^^Bg!#qr 


0.23-80 

525 

0-30-30 


495 

0-1060 

31-ffl«N<5< 


0-13-90 

149/2 

0-27-20 


' *il|tOt"'" lilMOI|i^l*li« I4M I M 
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1 


2 

3 

4 

5 



(^nd) 

31. ftPBR3^ (^) 

147/3 

04)1-25 





790/^ 

01-254)0 





79(V- 

0-34-80 






0^25 




32. 'AhIW. 

20S2/1 

004-00 





2(^82/2 

0054)0 





2070/3 

0-164X) 





895/2 

001-35 






0^35 




33. WTTR 

189 

0-264)0 





187/1 

0-24-00 





184/^ 

0-3140 






0^140 




34.1^?^I5 

594/W 

00060 





589/1 

0-1840 





589/2 

008-10 





589/2 

04)840 





544 

0-18-20 





592 

0094)0 





593/1 

001-25 





605/2 

0-2080 





617/^ 

0054)0 





621 

0-34-60 





626 

0424)0 





627/2 

019-20 






01-91-55 




35. 

83/1/Wf 

04)74)0 





98 

0-13-10 





102 

0-2340 





97 

0-24-60 





83/2 

0-1000 






0-78-10 



TNT 

36. ^ 

■ 437 

0.0494 





364/1/^ 

0.0300 





119/2 

0.3500 





114/1 

0.3160 





114/2 

0.0912 





3*^ 

0.8366 


[■9515^^. ■q^-14014/42/02-'3ft.'^i] 

fVi^, 
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in the public interest that for the 
a pipeline should be laid 






Con,pe.en,A»dKrty,GAILS)LM^'’^’ZS“c''‘^^ 


SCHEDUU; 


Distt. 

Tehsil 

\^Ilage 

Survey No./ 

Block No. 

Land to be acquired 
for R.O.U. inHectaies. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Kutch 

Bhadtiau 

28. Shivlakha 

589/1 

0-17-50 


589/2 

0-31-85 

588/1 

6-24-00 

442 

0-11-10 

443 

0-18-90 

345/1 

04)641 

586 

0-244)0 

588/2 

0-204)0 

587 

0-124)0 

Total: 

01-65-76 


29. Wandhia 

608 

0-23-80 


Total 

023-80 

30. Juna Katariya 

525 

04)3-30 


495 

O-ld-60 


Total 

0-13^ 

31. Shikaipur 

149/2 

0-27-20 


147/3 0-01-25 

790/P 1-25-00 

790/P 0-34-80 
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4 

5 

2082/1 

04)4M)0 

2082/2 

0>04MX) 

2070/3 

(K|64)0 

895/2 

04)1-35 

Total 

0-25-35 

189 

0-2600 

1»7/1 

0-2400 

184/P 

0-31-40 

Total 

001-40 

594/P 

006-60 

589/1 

0-lfr40 

589/2 

008-10 

589/2 

008r40 

544 

0-18-20 

592 

00900 

593/1 

001-25 

605/2 

0-20-80 

617/P 

005-00 

621 

0-34-60 

626 

042^ 

627/2 

0-29-20 

Total 

01-91-55 

83/1/P 

00700 

98 

0-13-10 

102 

0-23-40 

97 

0-24-60 

83/2 

0-1000 

Total 

0-78-10 

437 

004^ 

364/1/P 

003-00 

119/2 

0-35-00 

114/1 

6.31-60 

114/2 

0.09-12 

Total 

0.8366 


Kutch 


R^)ar 


32'Bhiinasar 


33.Padainapar 


34. Qiitrod 


Kutch 


Rapar 


354)edarva 


Kutdi 


Rapar 


36. Sad 


SWAMI SINCjH, Dhector 
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4 2004 

3IT. 837.-3Mf^ fJrrn; 1947 

(1947 ^ 14) mriT % >3T5?RTJT 

P,4 | 4 | 4>7 

% 33^«r ii ^ 

'4tti)Piet, 3rf^<uj/^p:r ^^^f^wnir%ip3n[E 

21 / 2001 ) ^ 

4-3-2004 ^ ^<(TT «?T I 

[^. 1^51-32011/3/2001-3?l^,«rR(T5*T)] 
WR®r, 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, the 4th March, 2004 

S,0. 837.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref 21/2001) 
of the Central Govt. Indusrial-Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Kolkata as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial dispute between the management of Kolkata 
Port Trust and their workmen, received by the Ceittral 
Government on 04-03 -2004. 

[No. L-32011/3/2001-lR(I^] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Uhder Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

G^TRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL AT KOLKATA 

Reference No. 21 of 2001 

PARTIES: Employers in relation to the management of 
Calcutta JPort Trust 

AND 

itheir workmen 

PRESENT: 

Mr justice; HRISHKESH BANERJI, 

Presiding OflScer 

APPEARANCE: 

On behalf of 
Management 

On behalf of : Mr. T. Das, \icc-President of 
Workmen the Union. 

State: West Bengal. Industry: Port & Dock. 

Dated: 20th February, 2004. 

AWARD 

By Ol der No. L-32011/3/2001-[1R (M)] dated 
29-05-2001 the Central Government in exercise of its 


Mr. G Mukhopadhy^, Indus¬ 
trial Relations Officer. 


powers under Section 10(i)(d) and (2 A) of the Industrial 
disputes Act, 1947 referred the following dispute to this 
tribunal hrr adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the management of Calcutta 

Port Trust in declining to treat the 14 Lascar Gr. I 
(classified as Class III Staff) who have been 
regularised on 9-9-99 in the Marine D^Ht. as senior 
to 16 workinen of different categories who were 
transfiared on 14-9-99 fiom CMEs dq^artmentasper 
clause 10 (rf CTT &iq)lpyBes (Recruitment, Seniority 
and Promotion) Regulation, 1987 justified? if 
not, to what relief the concerned workmen are 
erndtlcd?” 

2. Briefly stated, tite case of the National Union of 
Water front Workmen (I) (hereinafter referred to as the 
Union in short) is as follows. 14 Lascars Giade-I of the 
Calcutta Port Trust, namely, S/Shri Kamal Sen, Sukumar 
Mondal, Maqsood Alam, Jan^Bin, Md. Salim, Munalal 
Hazam, Sankar Chakraborri^, Riq)dhar Passi, Ayifo Ali 
Khan, Reyasuddin S h a ikh , Bishu Routh, Anwaruddin, 
Goutam Gupta and Safiur Rahman were permaneiffiy 
adjusted in their respective substantive posts on 
9th September, 1999. It is alleged by the union that the 
delay in permanent adjustment is substantive post was 

inade mify for the purpose of dq>riviiig these Lascars from 
their legitimate benefit^ such as leave with pay, Provident 
Fund, Pension, Gratuity, (cave encashment, leave travel 
concession, allotment of quarters, loan from the 

employees'co-operative credit society etc. the permanent 
enqiloyees of the Port are entitled to enjoy these benefits. 
Interms of the provisions made in CPT Employees 
(Recruitmnq, Seniority and Promotion) Regidafions, 1985, 
the seniority and promotimi of the above 14 Lascars Graded 
1 en^loyees are confined to the “Heave-up-Boats” Unit 
of Mooring Master Sub-section (miy. 

The Mech^cal Engineer of another department 
under the Board of Trustee for the Port of Calcutta by his 
letter dated 13-9-1999 addressed to'the Director, Marine 
Dq)artnienl had sent the following 16 workmen, namely, S/ 
Shri Santi Rrt Drimath^ Ddiasis Bhattacharya, S ankar 
Prasad Das, Raimohan Ghosh, Sanat Kr. Naskar, Kartick 
Ch. Dhara, Dhaimar^ Singh, AshokKr. Laskar, Bhagirathi 
Mohanti, Rathindranath Sarkar, Prodip Kr. Das, Swapan 
Chowdhury, Swapan Chakraborty, Ra ghnnandan 
Nemai Rn. Bangal and Md. Siraj of different categories for 
deployment in the said department. The wo rkman so swit 
to the Manne Department had been marked present in the 
panmtdqiaftiueiU, i.e. hfechaiiicalEngmeering Department 
iqrto 13-9-1999. The date oftheirdqiloymentinthe Marine 

Dept, was on and from 14-9-1999. The Director of the 
Marine Dept, by a notice dated 19-9-1999 declared those 
14 Lascars Grade-I of “Heave-up-Boats” Unit (^‘Mooring 
Master s Sub section surplus to requirement with effect 




•I f. 


•• V. Hill,. 
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from 22-9-2000 treatingthose 16 woiknienwho were sent 
by the Mechanical Engineer to the Marine Dept, on 
14-9-1999 for deployment. The diqmte arose out of the 
said notice the Directoi; Marine Dept. The Conciliation 
Officer had then drawn a conciliation proceeding which 
ended in failure due to divergent views, asaie^thesaid 
dispute had been referred the Central Govemment to this 
Tribunal for acQudicadon. 

It is alleged by the union that the action of the 
management of the Calcutta Port Trust in declining to 
treat the 14 Lascars Grade-1 who had been regularised on 
09-09-1999 inthe Narine Dept, as s^or to the workmen 
of different categories who were transferred on 14-09-1999 
from the C. M. E.'s D^t. was totally unjustified and was 
also against the accepted rules and regulations governing 
the seniority of the enq)ioyees under the Board of Trustee 
forthePortof Calcutta. In terms of Clause (i) oi regulation 
10 of the CPT Employees (Recruitment, Seniority and 
Promotion) Regulations, 1985, it is stipulated that the 
inter-se-seniority of two or more employees in a grade 
shall be determined on the basis of total length of service 
in that grade provided that when appointmem to a grade 
had been made on the basis of selection inter-se-seniority 
would be determined according to their ranking at the time 
of selection. 

It is stated by the union that the appointment of 14 
Lascars Grade-1 (tfMarlneDept. wasmadeearlierthanthe 
appointment of 16 workmen in the Marine Dept, in the 
post of Lascar Grade-1. The total length of service of the 
14 Lascars Grade-I Marine Dept, was longerthan that of 
thel6wo!kmenofC.M.E.'sDept^ who were transferred in 
thesame grade in the Marine Dept, on 14-09-1999. These 
16 workmen so sent to the Marine Dept, on 14-09-1999 
have no justification for cl aimi ng seniority over the 14 
Lascars Grade-I of Marine Dept. In terms of CPT 
Employees (Recruitment, Seniority and Promotion) 
Regulations, 1985 itisstipulatedthataneir^loyeewhois 
transferred to an another dqiartment at his own request 
or is adjusted there against any available vacancy after 
being declared surplus in the parent department, his 
seniority will be counted from the date of such transfer. It 
was an accepted fact that the 16 workmen of C. M. E's 
Dept, were found surplus to requirement m their parent 
department and thby were siibsequenly tran^erred Marine 
Dept, for deployment and as they were dqiloyed against 
particular posts and grads on 14-09-1999, their seniority in 
the grade is reckonable fiom the date of transfer, i.e., 
14-09-1999. 

The union prays for a direction on the managemeru 
of Calcutta Port Trust to reimburse the financial losses 
suffered by the 14 Lascars Grade-I t^Marine Depot, due to 
implementation of the notice dated 19-09-2000 issued by 
the Director, Marine Dept Further prayer of the union is 


for passing an order directing the^nanagement of Calcutta 
Port Trust to tredt the servioes of the 14 Lascars Grad4-I of 
the Marine Dept as an integral part of the “(feave-iq> 
Boafe’’Unit ffimthedato of their sqipointment. 

3. The management of Kolkata Port Trust in its 
written statement states that for resolving certain 
grievances of the workmen attached to Mooring Qrew, 
Heave-up Boats and Haws^ Boats at Budge Buid^ and 
Kolkata, the National Uinonof Waterfiunt WDrianennMsed 
an industrial dispute by their letter dated 01-09-199$f and 
following conciliation, a settlement was arrived at b^ore 
the A.L.C(C), Kolkata on 08-09-1999. Forcomi^ingjwith 
the said settlement it was found that a total number of 227 
cr^m^nbers of differmit categories would be reqmrjBd to 
have been d^loyed at Budge Bud^. Atthattime 15*‘i(]ied- 
in-hamess” candidates had been woridng on temporary 
basis wHhbreaks horn time to time at Budge Budge and 20 
idle men from dififetent dq>aTtments were available for 
d^loyment at Bud^ Budge. Qfthese 20 idle men, 16 were 
surplus crew members of Crane \^ssels Section under the 
Mechanical Engineerii^ SectioiL The Chaiiitian, KoUmta 
Port Trust on06-09-1999 ordered that the afmemeinijoned 
20 persons including the 16 surplus crew meteib^ (^Ciane 
\bssels Section would be transferred to Budge Budge for 
deplcyment in the Heave-up-Boats Unit with immediate 
effect. 15 ‘died-in-hamess’ candidates who had been 
working cm temporary basis might be recruited at Biudge 
Budge against regular posts. Therefore, the 16 crew 
members of the Crane \^ssels Unit had already been on 
regular roll of the Kolkata Port Trust. Having been regular 
employees, they were considered ^senior to the employees 
who were recruited against permanent vacancies later. 

The management states that it is immaterial witefher 
the particular employee ordered to be transferred to Biudge 
Budge, physically reported immediately or later. The fact 
remains that their date of transfer was06-09-1999 as per the 
order of the Chairman, Kolkata Pmt Trust wiien the cooOrned 
15 candidates for whom the union espoused the dtypute 
was not on regular roll of the Kolkata Port Trust The 
management refets to the Regulation 10 of the itoPT 
Employees (Recruitment, Seniority and PromoHon) 
Rj^ulations, 1985 and quotes Clause (1) of Regulation 10 
of the said Regulations which is as follows: 

“The interse seniority of two or more enoq>lQyee|5 in a 
grade shall be determined on the basis of thejtotal 
length of service in that grade, provided that when 
appointment to a grade been made on the basis 
Of ‘selection’, interse seniority riiall be detemtoed 
according to their ranking at the time selection.” 

Management also refers to Clause (v) of Regub^cm 
10 which is as follows: 

“If an employee who is transferred to ani|)tber 
department at his own request or is adjusted id that 


937 GI/2004—11 
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department agaimit any available vacancy after being 
rendered, considered or declared surplus in the 
department to which he belongs his seniority in any 
grade in the depsutment to which he has been so 
transferred shall be reckoned from the date of such 
transfer.” 

The other material allegations in the statement of 
claims of the union hav(; been denied by the management 
The management alleges that the actioil of the Kolkata 
Port Trust in declining to treat the 14 Lascars Qrade-I who 
had been appointed on 09-09-1999 as senior to the 16 
workmen who had been appointed on 09-09-1999 as senior 
to the 16th workmen who had beenunder regular roll of the 
Koltata Port Trust muchi earlier than 09-09-1999 and were 
transferred from Mechjinical Engineenng Departntentto 
marine Depart mcnt on 06-06-1999 in terms of Clause 10 of 
Koltata Port Trust Employees (Recruitment, Seniori^ and 
Promotion) Regulations, 1985 is ftiUy justified. It is stated 
that union or for that matter the concerned workmen are 
not entitled to any relief from this Tribunal. 

4. Two witnesses on behalf of the workmenand one 
witness on behalf of the management Educed evidence in 
the matter. WW-1, Md. Maksood Alamjoined Koltata Port 
Trust on 26-03-1996 asBhandari and was laterpromoted as 
Lascar Grade-], which is a Class-mpost. On 22nd SqAember, 
2000 he was declared surplus. On being so declared, he 
has been getting less than half of the remuneration which 
he was getting earlier, lie further states that this is the fate 
of all the 14 persons involved, in this case. He iprther 
deposes that at present they are working in different 
sections anti (here is no difference in their basic pay. He 
says that he has been permanently adjusted where he is 
working now. But, he says that they hav^ approached this 
Tribunal for getting their eailier posts where they were 
working prioi to being declared surplus, 

WW-2. Anwarud din says that he was appointed as 
Lascar Grade-i on 04-09-1997 in the Mooring*Master’s 
Section under the Director, Marine Department. 13 others 
joined between the period from April, 1997 to December, 
1997, All of tliem were osnftrmed on 09-09-1999. They wisrc 
declared surplus on 26-09-2000, 

5 On behalf of the management MW-1, Shri P.K. 
Chattopadhyay the Establishment Officer in the Marine 
Department deposes that he joined the Marine Department 
under the Koltata Port Trust on 21st February, 1994. He 
refers tothe memorandum of settlement dated 18-09-1999 
which was marked Ext. M-1 in this proceeding. He says 
that after the settlement some extra persons were requir^ 
for the purpose of reorgtuiising the man-power at Bttoge 
Budge. They inducted 16 persons from C,M.E,’s 
Department. IS persons who were working at Budge Budge 
purely on temporary batas were regularised for the purpose 
or re-organisation. Ths persons coming from C.M.E.*s 
Department joined late because there was dday in their 


being relieved ftom the C.M.E. *s Department This witness 
further states that subsequentty all these persons w^ 
declared surplus. Following declaration of such prisons 
having been surplus, those persons ^vere siqiposed to do 
their duty ftn 8 hours per day. They were onfy required to 
be present, but wtfe not required to perform any duty This 
position continued for about 3/4 months and thereafter 
they were adjusted in some other sectiems of the Marine 
Deptartment 

In his oross-exanunaton, this witness says that prior 
to their legiilarisation these IS persons were woikii^ as 
tentooiary Lascars Giiade-I since March, 1997. These 
worianea used to be laid-off for (me day after every 41 
d^. 16 persons transferred fitomC.M.E.’5Dq)artmem 
joined on 14th Sqrteniber, 1999 in the Marme Department 
at Budge Budge. 

6. Let us consider whether the l4 -Lascars Grade-1 
who have been r^ularised on 09-09-1999 in the Marine 
Department should be treated as senior to the other 16 
worionen of different "categories who were transferred on 
14-09-1999 from C.M.E.’sD^aitmentasper Clause 10 of 
Kolkata Port Trust En^oyees (Recruitment, Seniority and 
Promotion) Regiilati(ms,.198S (not 1987 as mentioned in 
the schedule of reference). 

7. Ml. T. Das, vice-presidem of the union refers to 
the decisions reported in 1993 L^. I.C 1949 (SC) (Kailash 
Chandra Rajawat V. Union of India k Anr.) 1993 Lab. 
I.C. 1665 (SC) (V. Bhaskar Rao &Qrs. V. State of Andhra 
Pradesh&Ors.).Inthecasereportedinl993 Lab. LC. 1^9 
(SC) it has be^ held by the Honl>le Supreme Court that 
the period spent on temporary duty prior to regularisation 
of the woritman was required tobe taken into consideration 
for considering his eligibility for promotion and when so 
taken it is 2 q)paieiiit that the appdlant possess requisite 
experience as a Trains Clerk for his eligibility for promotion 
as Goods Guard ‘C*. In this decision it was held that 
teiitoorary rervice on pre promotional post should be 
considered for calculating the period of service. 

In the case reported in 1993 Lab. l.C. 1665 (SQ it has 
been held by the Court that in computation of 
seniority both temporary and permanent services should 
be oonridoed on the of Imgth of service including 

the service against tempormy post. 

8. In vibw of the above, it is held that the 14 Lascars 
Grade-I shall not be treated as senior to but at par with the 
16 workmui of different categmies who were transferred 
on 14-09-1999 ffom C.M.E, ’s D^artinem. Management is 
directed to gh^ ^pxipiiate relief to the concernecl woikinen 
within three months from the date of receipt of this Award. 

Dated, Kolkata, 

The 20th Febniaiy, 2004 

HRISHIKESH BANERJI, Ihesidtog Qfldoer 
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■^FTT. 31T. 838.—^rftiPiAiiT, 1947 
(1947 ^ 14) ^ t^RFI? % 

^Ni" % % ■?T^ fH4l'ji4iT sftr ^3^ % 4N, 

31^%? 4’ fnR(>i 3^1^“)Rich 4f fl<4>K sfheitte 

arf^^iiTir/jgTT Tfeniso/ 200 i) 

^ yoMiRfm ‘^ft ^ 4-3''2004 "STM 

sn I 

[U T^^-12012/181/2000-3TT^.3nt. (4h II) ] 
■4). 4mIW, 31^ 

New Delhi, the 4th March, 2004 

S.O. 838.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award Ref. 150/2001 of 
the Central Govt. Industrial-Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, 
Chandigarh has shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial dispute between the management of UCO 
Bank and their workmen, received by the Central 
Government on 04-03-2004. 


[No. L-12012/181/2000-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

OOTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNALhCUMTjVBOUR, court CHANDIGARH 
PRESIDING OFRCER: SHRI S.M. GOEL 
CaceNo.l50of2001 


V K. Handa, 37-38, Gautam Nagar, Kapurthala Road 
Jala ndliar City. 

Applicant 


Versus 


UCO Bank, The Zonal Manager, UCO Bank, Zonal Office 
SCO 1092-93, Seacff-22-B, Chandigarh. 


APPEARANCES: 


Respondent 


For the ShriD. R. Sharma 

workmen 

For the Shri N. K. Zakhmi 

Management 

AWARD 

Passed on 13-02-2004 


Central Govt, vide letter No. L-12012/181/2000IR 
(B. 11) dated 28th of March 2001 referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication: 

‘‘Whether the action of the Asstt. General Manager, 
UCO Bank to dismiss Shri V. K. Handa from service 
w.c.f. 21-10-1999-18 legal and just? If not, what relief 
the concerned workman is entitled to and fixim which 
date?" 


2. In the claim statement it is pleaded by tlie w orkman 
that he was issued a charge ^eet on the charge of scujffiing 
and beating and without considering the reply qf the 
applicant ordered a departmental enquiry. The other cq- 
workers of the applicant were left out by the bank and the 
services of the workman were dismissed and as the matter 
involves the officials of the rivals union, the bank is not 
empowered to take any £K:tion. It is pleaded that therq was 
no injury or loss to any body and the other personj who 
was involved in this scuffle is still in savice. Thus it is a 
clear, case of trade union-activities and prerplajnned 
concocted story on the basis of which the workmaxi was 
choosen for removal from service. It is further pleaded that 
the applicant is in the service of the bank since 12-7^1978 
and to the date of incident i.e. 13-12-1999 there had 
never been any incident with his co-workers and anybody. 
It is also pleaded that punishment inflicted on die claimant 
is highly unjust, unfair and unwarranted. The apellate 
authority also did not followed the jMinciples of natural 
justice in dismissing his a^ieal. It is pleaded that the 
punishment awarded is disproportionate to the gravity of 
offence and the applicant prayed that the referen(fe be 
awreded in favour of the claimant and he be reinstated in 
service with all consenquential benefits, vitiating the 
(enquiry as against the principle of natural justice. 

3. In the written statement the management plejaded 
tihat the applicant served with a charge sheet of sejibus 
at^s of misconduct on 12-10-1998 oh the following ch^gc: 

“That on 21 -9-1998, when the branch office qf the 
respondait/management at gur mandi Jalandhaf was 
not closed at the schedule time of 4.45 PM dpe to 
heavy rain and alnuist aU the staff members indiiding 
the petitioner were in the branch, at about 5,10 PM 
the pertitioner with R, N. Chopra, deric of the Bi^nch 
entered the Manager’s cabin and started* shoutihg at 
Mr. ^J. B. Bansal, Assistant Manager of Raipur 
Riisulpur Branch who was present in the Manager’s 
cal'iin at that time. 'ITie petitioner and R. N. Clijopra 
asktsd Mr. J. B. Bansal to come out of the bank’s 
premises for which he ‘refused’ Thereafter R. N. 
Chop'ra jumped and caught Mr. Bansal from hi^Vmr 
and st arted beating Mr. Bansal with the chappal of 
the petitioner. Mr. R. K. Kapoor, Asstt. Managet and 
Darshan Lai deik of the branch sqierated Mr. Bansal 
from th£‘.petitioner and R. N. Chopra. The petitioner 
and Mr. Chopra kept op shouting in their loud toice 
in the folibwing manner: 

‘ASSEN TAN KHUS SUSPEND HONA 
CHAHANDE HAIN. SADE TAN KARO^AR 
CHALDE NE PAR TUHANU NAUKARI NAHIN 
KAR.\N DENEY.” 

It is fiirthei pleaded by the management that 'the 
petitioner was involved in bullying tactices and the enquiry 
officer was appointed and the en^uiiy. officer coiidiicted 
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the enquiry in fair and proper maimer and piinci^e of natural 
justices has btea taken into consideration while conducting 
the enquiry. The charges were fully proved during the 
enquiry and before inllicting the punishment the show 
cause notice was also given and order dated 14-12-1999 
was passed and the petitioner was removed from service. 
The punishment awarded is quite purportionate to the 
gravity of the misconduct and workrnan is not entiTTed to 
any relief It is further pleaded that the applicant filed the 
appeal before the appellate authority which after personal 
hearing modified the order of dismissal into the removal 
from service which wilil not be a disqualification for the 
future employ ment. It is thus, prayed that there is no merit 
in the claim of the applicant and the same deserves rejection 

4. Rqilication was also filed reiteratingthe claimmade 
in the claim statement by the workman. 

5. The parties were heard on the enquiry and the 
management placed on the file the enquiry report and other 
documents. I have gone through the entire enquiry 
proceedings as submitt ed by the m anagement and have 
also gone through the arguments of the learned counsel 
for both the parties andl have also perused the record. 

6. The learned counsel for the workman in allfaimess 
to him has not argued on the fairness and conduction of 
the Inquiry Proceedings. The Inquiry Officer give full 
opportunity to the workman to cross-examine the witnesses 
of the Management and to produce his own witnesses 
during the Inquiry Prciceedings in his defence. He was 
given full opportunity to the workman to defend himself. 
Thus when the counsel for the workman has not disputed 
the conduction of the .[nquiry and as he was given full 
opportunity to defend lumself, it can safely be held that 
Inquiry was conducted in accordance with the principles 
of natural justice. 

7. The learned counsel vehemently argued that the 
findings of the Inquiry Officer is not based on tte evidence 
and the Inquiry Officer has believed the version of the 
witnesses, bul he ignor<;d the statements of the witnesses 
produced by the workman in his defence and the charges 
were wrongly proved by^ the Inquiry Officer. The Learned 
Counsel has ftirther argued that the workman was working 
with the Bank since 12-7-1978 and i^rto the date of inHd ent 
there had nev< 2 r been any incident with any body. Jt is also 
argued that punishment inflicted onthe applicant is highly 
unjust, unfair and disproportionate to the gravity of 
misconduct which is very harsh. He has also prayed for 
the intervention of this Tribunal under section 11A of the 
I D. Act, 1947 in the matter of puiushment and prayed that 
in view of his unblemish record of long service of more 
than 21 years, the punis hment of removal from service is 
not commensurate to the alleged misconduct. He has also 
referred me to the case; law of the Hon’ble Punjab and 
Haiyana High Courf rejported in 2003(4) SCT page 358 
Om Parkash vs. P. O. Industrial Tribunal Haiyana in which 
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it has been held that if the Tribunal found that miscounduct 
did not justify the punishment of dismissal then the 
petitioner can be reinstated. 

8. On the other hand the learned counsel for the^ 
Management has argued that the charges have been fully 
proved against the workman and Inquiry was conducted 
in fair manner and in accordance with the principles of 
natural justice. It is further argued that the punishment is 
also commensurate to alleged misconduct which was 
serious in nature and tile workman has been rightly punished 
for lus misbehavour of creating scenes in the office and of 
indecent nature. He has further argued that the ^licant 
committed insubordination and section 11-A should not 
be invoked in such cases as that of the ^licant. 

9.1 have gone through th^ entire enquiry file and 
also to the arguments advanced by the learned counsels 
of the parties The workman is not disputing the conduction 
of the enquiry and it is there on the file that the enquiry 
*as conducted in fair and legal manner adhering to the 
principles of natural justice. The charge against the 
workman was that he alongwith one R. N. Chopra at about 
5-15 PM started shouting at Mr. Bansal and they both 
started beating Mr. Bansal and the other officials of the 
bank seperated them. It . is there , on the record that 
Mr, Bansal was not the enqiloyee of the branch where this 
incident h^ipened From the record it isclearthat Mr. Handa 
the ^plicant was working in the bank since 1978 and he 
has already served the bank for more than 21 years and 
there was no other past incident reported against him. In 
my considered opinion the penality imposed upon the 
workman for the above alleged misconduct is 
disproportionate to the gravity of alleged misconduct and 
taking into consideration the involvement of the applicant 
in the alleged incident, it is a fit case to invoke the provisions 
of Section 11-A oftheLD. Act, 1947 in the matter of penality 
of removal from service. As it is the solitary incident, it 
requires some synq)athetic consideration. Thus, it is held 
that enquiry has been conducted in fair and proper manner 
md there is no infirmity in the enquiry which is in 
accordance with theprinciples of natural justice. Exercising 
the powers conferred U/s 11-Aof the I.D. Act, 1947, the 
punishment of dismissal/removalftom service is substituted 
with the punishment of stoppage of four increments for 
one year to meet the ends of justice. The workman is 
ordered to be reinstated in service with seventy five 
per cent backwages and other benefits and the punishment 
is substituted as mentioned above. The reference is 
answered accordingly. Govt, be informed. 

Chandigarh. 

Dated: 13-2-2004 S. M. GOEL, Presiding Officer 

"Tf Revfl, 8 2004 

^n. 839.“'3fhsltfw 1947 

(1947 ^ 14) -qft tiRT 17 % ft*, 
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HK^{g 

■^■^N, 'ifIsDPich 3Tf^r^T'^ 

3(131^%'q^(ifT^ ^mg?i^.-^;2/98) ^ n<h i f^ i fl »<{() 
f^ ^ 05-03-2004 ^a(TT «n I 

[U T?^-12012/313/1997-3?lf,3TTC.(’3ft. I)] 

3T3R srteift 

NewDelhi, the 8th March, 2004 

S.p. 839.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14of 1947), the Central 
Government herdiy publishes the award (ID No. 2/98) of 
the Industial Tribunal Labour Court Ajmer now as shown 
in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
gnployers in relation to the management (rfMaiwar fi rainm ■ 
Bank and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 05<03-2004. 

[No. L-12012/313/1997-IR^.l)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Dedc Officer 

11,4 3lhdtf^ 31>^ 

2/98 

W«hK V^»T41 "TOT TI?l--12012-‘313/97 
22-7-98 


aftWMRiin Pwffi TiRTtite‘’nbrr 

T F fr il l d l filH i ( mmn ) 

T-insff-site- 

—3rapff- Pi4l3 ! <h 

^nnir 

31^^ ^RR RR 1^ TJ^ 

19 2004 

f^Rf^/arai^19-2-2004 

^ TRRtii-^f 3ni^ ^ 51^ 

**^3iraf^1^q#5ra'fe 2s-s-90^^n^ Aq i tiPw 

V” 

in«fF A smr ■AiAi rfr 17-9-99 
1ART«ni 1^PT^A^aRm^9-3-99^A?r'MltlTO^'A 
upff A ^ ^rA f I A ’•roni 

RffftRTti 


Af ««kr^-1 ^■5l^'53^-17 

3RA ^RtA f I % 3R^ 

^toiA'sJl T^-1 'Aijt^^t^-ii 

Wlfl 

3n«ff ^ ^iiRT % % Tjtti Af "3^ 

^ Avu'iVn 240 ■A 

Rfil’itt ^Hh qq> Ct>i4 f^RT ^'PlR 

■=11^ ^ I % 3tT^ 

wii^RT iPfsff srqhf 

25-5-89 ^ 24-5-90 ^ ^ 3Rf^ Af 240 fi?RT ^51^ 

^ fenr % I in«ff % ^rt % % 

^raRR 3t^T^-1 ■A'5^ 10f^^TR?f T^-2'A’^f^^ 
3R^-T^ 3 Af ^ TR?f T^-4 18 ^ 

^WT (3tRf nA) ^ «n (T«n ^ ^r?tt % fA> 

3R?f-TR 3 "A ■3^ R5H ^ nil 'fRIB IArT «n I"SRiR 
Timf % SRI innnft % w 1^. 13-1-89 ^ 

14-1-89 20-1-89 ^ 31 -1-89 ?R> 12 f^, 89 

Af 30f^n«n 1 i8'^^nnri8 f^^62 % 
n>i^fA»'ni 'JiMi yHifbM'^%iin«ff^1?mfl%-q^24of^ 
«w4 'fx.’ii n)<il nt i 

t^.RI^.RR. 2002, Anri 147 

nnR'RR.^.im^n^Af 24ofA^njpfiA?Ann%^'f^nRAn>T 
m arftRT•» r nRT trt 11 nt f - nn “A gRR^Rg ^ 

”3^ '5<iK ««bi I 

3n*ff SKI A?t nA s^iA'juci ®«ci*j7i cRnA3 
s«ct^ 17 3A urAf AfnRRT^^iRRnfAnnRiA nJTTrfA^i At 
TRRT 3^ fART % I.Rn^.^'Af ^AtniR fART % 1A) f^H 
331^ % 7RST 33 nnt IAr arfAniiftAf srt firA nA irrt 33 

A?t IAtA 3^ Afnr'A 3nAnRt/37fA^ 3 ^ f nnr AfAr 

A At 9)iA<n 1^7 A13^ et)<(ii % lA) 3^311 At3313 3 A/ 

WR3 A^ fAiA t 3^ WT 33 ^ 33 m 33 AA 3RTT nrjfAh 
^ 11311%^% 1A> ^ 31^ 33 WI33 33T 33RT 33 3Tsff ^ 
33^ 3^ 3K.ni AI 

N 

fAi^ A 3iAf A 3^ At ■?Al3>R %3T 11A) 3^ nh^ fAgfAti 

33 AnJ SRI 3?^ fA3T33T 11 IRJR 313? WcT RRK#! 

3J5TAt<A3R '3RAlFT13T'|l3iA33R^^TAA At C13338 3A 

33 33 A tA^R3 fARt AI tA^R3 3R^ 3^ 3ir 3333 A lA) 
31f^ 33WT 3T3^ TF*3 3^3>R A A3R I 3 RT 3T "^13 3TT3R3^ 
33 RT3im Atn^I 33T 3T33h 33? RT3im nitny A ViAb 
3 A nnftnr 3 rA "5^ Ar? "RRiR 3 A "^tA % IAA^t ftiA A i 

ndHM A 3 A 3 %R 3T3>R A 3n3T ^RT % I W 33>R fA gr*3 ^ 

3»R3 At fA3^ fAAb33) ^ 3 AI 3?T!A #n 3TAf 33rf% 3^ 

3R AI 
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^ -3^ t % "q?;! ^ HMiil *b<^ 3T«mT 

^-qr^ ^ ^ 1^ w «1T ^“3^ 

■^^25^, 25^, 25T^^% 4>l| 3TfM^ 

w^ f I 'm w ^ ^ 

^RTfcT ^'icii 1^ 1 "SlMf % ^H'll >i^<.'J| ^nf^RT «h<^ ^ 4»l4 ^(^(1 
W^-’TFt 

^ 'CR ^ 3(n% ?FRf 'SRI 

RiRao 1^ SR I 'Sipff 3iq«<, 

^ ^TI •SM<)«Ki fq^-q*! "^STRilRTRTRMf ^4vRJH 

T^* ■^rf^ t H<1^fiKI ^aiR'il f^PlT 

'^ini % 3fR ^ f^^^fftfr 1%^"^ndT% fe'"Sn^ -STRt 

^srf ^ w^ ^ ^ ^ 11 

-^m 4^, 

M 8 W^, 2004 

■^. 3n, 840.—^l€i)nicR ^ifirfwT, 1947 

(1947^14)^ ^TI17%^:jy<'J|-^; ^?R5FR 

TTTOR % ^ 

% ■^, ^ afbartw 

3T5r^ % -qw WTT «n^.'^. 2 / 99 ) 

wlw t, ^ ^?RSFR ^ 05-03-2004 ^ TTTRT 

SR I 

[^. i^^-12012/328/1998-'3n^.3(TR.(^. I)] 
^>FR, 

New Delhi, the 8th March, 2004 
S.O. 840.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Centr^ 
Government hereby publishes the award (ID No. 2/99) of 
the Indusrial-Tribunal-Labour Court Ajmer now as shown 
in the Annexure, in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employers in relation to the management of Bank of 
Rajasthan and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 05-03-2004. 

[No L-12012/32&/1998-IR(B.I)] 
AJ AY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

?R R*T sfhdH^w (tm. ) 

TROT -dw-«1'4il^dlsHK 2/99 

^ R^-12012/328/98/30^ 

3TR(^-1) 


M % 22--1--1999 


■fw'0^'3^ ■'T^, '3nfh-u«i’ici, FiqwV 

4 ^PTT f’lOPT, 3131^ 

' —imff 

WT^ra^W, ^ STTF 04IP4H-^ HI "9^ ‘OPf, 

. -3^3^ 

—3i5n«ff 

23-2-04 

15r*N/3wi^ 

^ ^ 'Ht'ibK \9v('H 4iEf^ra tIRl 10 

311^. 1947 3TOR «IT % W % 

•5R^% MI>4T 3-12-95 ■^t’RRTRt 

4b't^ ^ ^l4 %?ti ^ y|iiin Rl? 

1^RT <njal'! 3Tf%4«t)iO % ? 

% RRT 3n«if T3#C % 3TW 25-5-99 

SRI 18-5-2000 ^ 

1^ qr Tn«ff % 3 t«ht 1^. 

8-10-02 ^ *n7rsR 26-3-03 27-3-03 

% «!)) ^ I 'Sll^ ^ U^'S 

S!l5lt;d'^* 8-7-03 *1T W RPlf % 

'figjci ■Rtf UoI'S ■^^TPRTRT J^I^KJd 8-7-03 

11-11-03^1^1^ 

^tl 

grfw -q^ 3jk ^ ^ 

tpi-l dOWd 1^-34 3TflfJ?T <=h04l % I 

M'bi'JI ^ "3^1^ ^ 3i1hR "3^% R*1T "3^1^ 

% bin'll ^ fcif<an "MkI^i ’^ihicth R>1 % I^R^ "^71 

f^^l% 'S^'M 3|qc^ch't l^*u % I 

Tn«ff % 3rq% if t •ar^ 1^. 

1-6-95 ^ 10-10-95 ^IWR •311^^ tpRrtl%-q^ 

RT T«n^ ^ 1^ ■3|T^, 3?FR^ '*4'o(l0 Pt^lHd "^tlR 

^131^1 '311^ RSR 31’^ 3<^nl®i ^Wlvi^ ■spqn 

5*11^ ^qei ^^HiFiqvdi "qil 

"5^ 'RRjn: % \qvt^ 4f "qj! 1%# Rt: "^sTTf i%Rr 
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3R insff ^ T?;^»n5r 3n«|5n -31^ 

^ 11% ^ % Tn«ff %zW^% ^ tpf ^ 

24Q3Tf^ wn«rf^ tip ^ 

^TWift % ^ tiro 25 1^ -it. T^ 1947 % MW^IMT ^ 
«liJHI<rHI ^ik ■>^h5d ^-^^TTN^^ TIT^ff 

^ ^ -qi^ ?Rr 

240% WfT 31^-pf 

^ 2-12-95 W 

^1w%•g^TffMf%yfT.3;Tqfe ^ 210 Hr:i i ^ [ 4 
4)<*ill *i<ll«il %, ohi4f^q«F qJT ft*SI'<“l 'PTq 3lHf % SR^^IPC 

f^3JW%:— 


1 . 

ftj. 19-12-94ft29-12-94 

k=10lft«m 

2. 

ft 23-1-95 

*01 ftWR 

3. 

fft. 27-1-95 ft 23-2-95 

= 24 fftm? 

4. 

fft. 24-2-95 ft 25-2-95 

= 02:fftTO7 

5. 

fft. 7-3-95 

“ 01 fft^'- 

6. 

fft. 11-3-95 ft 21-3-95 

• OSfftqR 

7. 

1ft. 22-3-95 


8. 

fft 24-3-95 

-0lfft^ 

9. 

fft. 29-3-95 ft 2-4-95 

*05 fft^ 

10. 

ft 20-4-95 

-01 ffttRT 

11^ 

1ft 24-4-95 

» 06 fft«RT 

12. 

fft. 9-5-95 

- 01 fftqR 

13. 

fft. 15-5-95 ft 20-5-95 

■ 06ft?Ri 

14, 

fft 22-5-95 

-Olftl^R 

15, 

fft 29-5-95 ft 31-5-95 

- 03fi!qR 

16. 

?<95ftcmftysrqi^fft) 

-05lftqR 

17. 

fft 1-6-95 ft 30-6-95 

■30fft«Ry 

18. 

fft 1-7-95ft31-7-95 

■ 31 fft«RT 

19. 

fft 1-8-95 ft31-8-95 

■31 fft«TO 

20. 

fft 1-9-95 ft 10-10-95 

■ 40fftqR 

21. 

fft 1-12-95ft2-12-95 

-02lftaRT 



■ 2l0ftpTO 


Tff WR'HPff 5RT 

■*nq %qT Tft'ft Tn«ff TT^nirfiTO 

^ lift 1^^ ^ aiqfa"ft 240 ftrqiqnft Wi ^ \ HH T P»m q i lf m 
w 11240 ftjq T^y^ TmiPw ircqrFR 3iT«ff w 

«ir I'ST«ff arqRT ^ ^ ft'jft W »Rrfw TT11. 

ftw*? ft i;^»n<«TR 1981 ^sfN «lfti ftqf 1253 %qw i w/ftft^ft4 


^ <!^fia< l 2003 T^Hlftftl 13 3>Hi<, ^ 

2002(3) ftt m 72 ftRSR;-ntqM M/an^. it, 

ftl ftn# % Ti%-sift ^ ^R?ft 1 1 

W 210 Mftft 'ft lM^ff W 4>« l l 1 -6-95 ft 

10-10-95132 f%r^^ 

3iqqT^n?TRftfft'Tftft?R%3fraRqT3iT^ fty^-^qrafqft 
Wirqft'ar?ft7ft^^q<r1 HM i78l^:«RTT^ «lRft%l 

«f>4‘qjft %ai«i^nri ^<r) ^nft ^ ayetfy 

^ ^ TR ftqr "qft^R qft "^TPI^ % 1^ "^^IFn ^II?TT «iT I ftsR^ ^ 
wn t %-an^ ft 3iiftf qft ^ % %Rw ft ftt 

^wrftFqrqm «m m wn t 1 - 6-95 ft 

10-10-95 3nftf ft % w q ft ^ qjpf ter sftr ft 

ftlftqftftwarftkft^'iflR f^h^tilftqfttqyrqiT'ftwiTt 
fftftqftft T?riw ft *3^ lErmft ^ "q^ ft 
TW's?qit1%!Jiftftt'qrft^^^ ft>q^qTlft5fftT'qft 

ft qft ft I fq> wq? ft ft Wwst Tftqqr ftt ftft 
fftgfftrft^warfiRiqKftqftqTi a 

i ^tif^ qyft^’qftftFqrft ilftqftft Mq ( 8 ftg) fii i } < i <j i 5 
■aqqftqqr ft ftft ft ftft ftt ft ftiftjq qift 1^ ft* ipsr 

■qqi^ft qft qR ft fft ft^F ft qjft ■aft Pr^Pw qq fftqi 

ft arqqr ft’qi^ftw ftt f<?4Tq>' % ^ftr 'jft ft? 365 ftiftf 

qftaTft^ft'3Rftfq)ft240 fW'qr^fti^ftaift^iiqyftftTqT 
fti ' 

v ii ft ’ l^ft ' ifft g ft ay f »i ftf qift' ft a i q - ^ fn^ftw 
q?r w FiTW qft fipqi ft 1240 fftr ftl arft^r 

Ijftr ft amf^ ft qif imftRT qft "qR w ft fft 

ft < q w< qaft^1ft>ftTTinftwftftft>qtTtRPi^ > 
ft qqft R;qft’ ft ft! ft^ "air ft 1 liTft ft fftq-fftft 
afFW ft ij;q> ft ft ftsqiJT RTF 1 78 fft sRiqqftq Rqft qftift 
ftr ^ ft ftqr ^ wrr ■qftR ?qft ftrfft ft? fftRw ft: 
fftqft ft? w qw IftiT «n I §’aiiTft 7T«n afvraqftq qft ft? 
armR’qnftf ftriWFrft «im 25 •q^aft. ft. i^ae 1947 wi 
ftfftyqrwqfqsmft iw WT ft ^ftftft 2002 (111) 1^511^ 

jmtm ft^ 924 ' H<w ft q/fte aflqr ^ft. wr 2001 ( 91 )' 
T^qn^waTR qsqr 824 liftli; ^pwftz affq? IftR a^Rsn ft 

ftiwftftft^ Iftftft?ft?ftI 

Iftft'SRf ftui fft>ft qft T^-1 TPnpnT 1^-34 ft 

ft fftqft wt ft? ftiq>'r< M an j\ rr^r ■arft ft? ft? nrftqr 

fftft qft ft'^q irftft ftft ft I 

ft t^?r?5Rr Tsnftqr Iftyqr iifit 1 1 "suft ft^fe affqr ft®r ft 
ftftr ft ar^ftq ftrqft ft iiM qyft w arf^^ 

arju^n fti, '^rrqrftR 
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SCHEDULE 


841.—1947 (1947 
14) ’4Rn7 % W4>K % 

(wr ‘H. 97/91) ^ M’+Tf^ t, ■^it 
^ 8-3-04 ^ W I^IT qi I 

[U 1^-20012/302/90-'3n|.m('^-1) ] 

T3[H. XpcTT, 3l^ frfoiq 

New Del hi, the 9th March, 2004 

S.O. 841.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award ^Hef. No, 97/91) of 
the Central Govemmimt Industrial Tiibunal/Labour Court 
n Dhanbad now as shown in the Anneaire in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of ECL and their workman, \^ch was received 
by the Central Government on 8-3-04. 

[No. L-20012/302/90-IR(C-1)] 

S. S. GUPTA, Under Seq^. 

ANNEXUjRE 

BEIGRE THIi: CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSIfRIAL TRIBUNAL (N0.2 ) AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT 

ShiiB. Biswas, 

Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(1 )(d)oftheI.D. Act. 1947 

Reference No. 97 of 1991 

PARTIES: Employisrs in relation to the Management of 
Badjna Colliery of M/s. E.CL. and their 
workman. 

APPEARVNCES : 

On behalf of the workman : None. 

On behalf of the employers : Mr. B. M. Prasad, 

Advocate 

State. Jhaikhand Industry: Coal 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 24th February, 2004 
AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of 
the powers conferred on them under Section 10(l)(d) of 
the I D. Act., 1947 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudicaitionvide their Order No. L-20012/302/ 
90-1.R. (Coal-I), dahjd, the 8th February, 1991. 


"^^^ether the foUowing demands of Shri Dinanath " 

Rai, Driver is justified a^ if so to what relief is 

endtled: 

(a) He should be treated as if employed in M/s. 

Eastern Coalfidds Ud. 

. \ 

0)) Ifeshoukl be reihstated with fullback waiges w.e.f. 
27thOctober, 1989. 

(c) He should be paid full back wages at the rates 
fixed under National Coal Wages Agreement.** 

2. The case oftiie concerned workman according to 
written statement stibmitted by the sponsoring Union on 
hisbehalf inbrief is as follows 

The sponsoring Union submitted tiiat the concerned 
workman bad been working as Driver at Badjna colliery 
under the management and used to perform job which 
was permanent in nature and also was directly linked with 
the production of colliery. They alleged that incite of 
rendering service, the.management used to pay him wages 
for below the wages as per N.C.W.A. through 
intermediary posing him as contractor. Th^ alleged that 
the said contractor was neither possessing any licence 
nor the management possessed registration certificate so 
far engagement^ of the concerned workman is concerned. 
They alleged that disbursement of wages through 
mtennediaiy was nothing but legal camouflage and ruse. 
They alleg^ that as the concerned Workman raised his 
protest against the illegal payment of wages beldw the 
rate of NCWA-IU & IV they became aimoyed and taking 
anti labour poUcy stopped him fiom work with effect from 
27-10-89. Thqf submitted that after stopping of service 
the concerned workman submitted representation to the 
Ti^na g Rment for his reinstatement in service but that too 
was refused and for which he through sponsoring Union 
raised an Industrial Dispute before the ALC(C) Dhanbad 
for conciliation which ultimately resulted rdference to 
this Tribunal for adjudication. The sponsoring Union* 
submitted that stoppage of service of the concerned 
workman was not only illegal but also arbitrary and it 
violated the princq)!® of natural justice. Accordingly the 
sponsoring union on behalf of the concerned workman 
submitted prayer for his reinstatenient in service with back 
wages from 27-10-89 and other consequential benefits. 

3. Management on the contrary after filling written 
statement-cum-rejoinder have denied all the claims and 
allegations which the sponsoring Union asserted in the 
written statement submitted on behalf of the concerned 
workmarL They submitted that the man^ement of Badjna 
colliery of Eastern Coalfields Ltd. never enqrloyed the 
concerned workman in the c^)acity of a driver or any other 
c^adty at any time. Accordingfy; question of growing up 
ary emplryer-en^loyee relationslup did not arise at all. 
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They disclosed that they issue ^ipointinent letter besides 
Identity card to the workman and at the time of such 
q)pointmait ther allpaiticulars are recmded in theForm B 
Register maintained by tin colliery asperNfines Act, 1952 
and the Mines Rules. Th^ also pay wages to all its workers 
directly and a copy of the wage slip is also issued to them 
at the time of payment of their ws^es. 


They submitted that at the time of conciliation 
proceedmgs it traiu^iiedthatthe crmcern^d workinan was 
employed as a Driver by one of the contnictor and that he 
was working at their Dhacnbad ofhce. He never worked at 
Badjna colliery. They submitted that in course of 
conciliation proceeding it further transpired that the 
contractor concerned who had his office at Dhanbad 
terminated the service of the concerned workman and that 


too long after the e?q)iry of the cQiitiact .1^lK>t)rdm^, they 
submitted that since the concerned j^^^||nan was never 
emjdoyedby the inariageineiitofBad^ briery of Eastern 
Coalfields Ltd. question of his treating as their employee 
does not arise at all and fer which it is redundant to rdnstate 
him with effect from 27-10-89. In the circumstances 


management submitted that the demand of the ^wnspring 
Union for reinstatemoit of the concerned workman is not 
only absurd but also absolutely unjMfied and for winch 
they submitted their praye|^|to pass award rejecting the 
claim of the sponsoring Union. 


4. POINTSTOBEDECIDKD 


“Whether the ftdlowii^ demands of SIni Duumath 
Rai, Driver is ji^tified mid if soio what relief he is 
entifled: 

(a) He should be treated as if'employed in M/s. 
Eastern Coalfields Ltd. 

(b) Heshou]dbereinstatedu^fiil11^tvagesw.e.f. 
27thOctGiber, 1989. 

(c) He shcmkt be pfud full back wages at the rates 
fixed under National Coal Wages Agreement.” 


5. FIN1NN6WIIHRKASC»4S 

It transpires from the record that the concerned 
worionan in or^to substaiitiate his claim exarnhiedhiinsetf 
as WW-1. Onthecorrtraryiiiaiiageinanftontheiri^did 
not adduce any evidence. 

Concerned workman during his evidence disclosed 
that he was Dumper Operator at Batina colliery under the 
managetnent During his evidence he niade contradictory 
statement in ielaticm to his operating Dumper at Badjna 
colliery. In one occasion while he disclosed that he started 
working under the numagementsiiioe 1984in other occasion 
he disclosed that he worked undi^ the managernent fiom 
1987 to 1989, continuously. He disclosed that with 
pe rmane nt drivers he used to cqierate Dump» apd during 
this period his attendance was more than 240 days in a 
year. He stibftdtted that as he pitted for his absorption 


manag ement stopped him firom work efibct fitnn 27th 
November, 1989. In^te of his working under the 
man^ement froiti 1^7 to 1^9 the amcemed woficman 
has failed to dioW my a ppomtmatt letter ftir operating 
Bnmper; He cb^ also nsitbsr be to pcoddoe bis 
idenfi^ card issued by the nohaghmentnor atypspi slip 
shcTwing payment of wages to hmaftur his wtnk:, Bwn he 
foiled to show any pi^nr book ettablidi that hnnsed 

to operate any vehicle. Though he claimed possession 
C.M.RF. pf^dprii^ hearing be has also foil^ to produce 

to pnxtaice any sort (rfvalidp^^ to^^W a^ t^unim 
Operator he worited under the maiipgeni^ during ^ 
period in question. , 

6. In the written statement submitted by the 
sponsorii^ Unirm on his bthalf thot^ it was chraned font 
the concerned workman used to recdve wages finm tiie 
managernent through alleged iidermediaiy posing him as 

contractor foiring his evidence he did not make ai^ u4ii^)p 
to that effect. In course of hearing the TqnesentaiiVedf the 
concented workman has fiiiled to satiny if the facts 
disclosed in the written statemeu(t relating to receipt of 
wages ftirough mfemedlmy was ctotect ordfot he used to 
dbacrtyfitmi management which hensserted 
ftiiring his evidence was correct. In the untten jifideinent 
the i^onsoring' Uidon submitted that ’didrursemcnt of 
wages through intermediary* was nothing* but legal 
o^mmiflag e and ruse. Frirmthe t^dbiicc of ftto omKcni^ 
workriian ft tomqrires that flxmi 1987titt Chitebca; 1989 he 
conlimiiQusfy worked under the management and during 
his evidence he did not make my whisper that he used to 
'receive wages through intnmediaty. Even he during his 

evidence he did not utter a sin^ word that he raised pretest 
against illegal payhn^ of wages for %fc3ow. the rale of 
N. CM AM A W m^ibr vridc&focmanagratofitadoptl^ 



no corroboration at aft when the cpnpemed wo| 
adduce evidence on oath. 


6. Operatitig of duinperdefiiiitely does riot foU within 

the proWhitod catogoiy of jebthough the sponsoring Unipn 
in the written statement disclosed that the concerned 
workman was engaged to perform prohibited category of 
job. However; in suppoit of his claim the sponsoring Union 
have foiled to disclose which prohibited category of job 
the coiicerned Wtuknran peifinmed iHuter fob management 
during the period in question. ^ 

7. Mfmageriient catqpnic^^ denied thff foct 

wi g a game nt flf the crmcgmed workman as diiy^.^ 
CoUicry. According^, tte W 

qi^oyer-^npryeerelafioT^top in between thep m?^ 
concerned wbrieman.' If the principle of Sec. 1% m |hc 
Evidence Act is taken into consideration in thatch (bras 
shftls bn rite concerned Workman to establish that he 
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performed his duties as Dumper C^)etator being engaged 
by the Management. After careful ccmsideratunK^all the 
facts and circumstances I find no hesitation to say that 
neither the ooncernecl workniannortbe ^cmsoringUnkui 
inspite of getting ample (^q>artanities has been aide to 
produce nhnimum dcKmment to substantiate the cknni that 
he was engaged by tihe management as Driver at Bac^ 
CoUiery. 

8. In view of toe facts and circumstances dtscussed 
above I therefore, hold that toe sponsoring Union have 
lamentably Med to establish their claim that the concerned 
workman wotoed under the management and in each year 
he put his attendance for more than 240 days. They also 
have failed to establish with cogent ^pers that toe 
management stopped turn fi’om work as he placed his 
demand for psQonent of wages as per N.G.W. A. 

According^, tiie concerned woricman is not entided 
to get any relief. 

In the result, tire following award is rmideted:— 

“The demands; of Shri Dinanato Rai, Driver fm (1) 
treating turn as if enq>loyed in M/s. Easton Coalfield 
Ltd., (2) reinstating him with toll bade wages w-e.f 
27to October, 1989 and (3)payinghimtollbackwages 
at the rates fixed under National Coal Wages 
Agreement are not justified. Consequently, toe 
concerned wor kman is not entitled to get any rehd’.” 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 

9 ■*0^,2004 I 

842.—1947 (1947 
^ 14) «IRr 17 % 

rsf _ _rs %.--- 

^ <WWHWi 

■»TRtm‘^.-1, 20/2003) ^ JWMftW 

^ 5-3-2004 i»n?r ^«rT i 

[U ■qa-3l0l1/19/2002-'3B^,3ni.(^-II)] 

New Delhi, the 9to March, 2004 

S.O. 842.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hertoy piiblislies the award (Ref. No. 20/2003) 
of the Ceiitial (jovenmient Industiid Tnhnnal/LabcKnr Court 
MumbaiNo. 1 asshowninthe Annexiirei&tbelndiatrial 
Dispute between the man^ement of Mumbai Port Trust, 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 5-3-2004. 

[No. L-3101 l/19/2002-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGAI»1ARAN, Under Secy. 


ANNEXUBE 

BM O ittim CErmtALGOVEl^ 

DoiiisriniiALiiimimAL 

PBISENT 

Shli Justice S. C. Pandey, 

Rresidmg Officer 

ReftraceNo. CGrF-20«f2003 

FARIDS: ^iqitayersjip rd^^ Managem^ of 
Mnmoai rT>rt imsi 

And 

Tlvk workman Shri S:G. Rane 

AmARAmtii! 

FmrtoeManagelMtv ShriM.B. Andian, 

Advocate 

FesttoeWbrinaan ShiiJaqiiakashSawant, 

Advocate 

State: Maharashtra 

Munibat, dMed, the lOtoFdbruary^ 2004 
AWARD 

••u 

1. ThhisarctoaaiceiEiadebytheCenMGovernincnt 
under danse (^ dT Stto-seetkm 1 and Shb-secdon 2-A cd' 
Sertkm !(► of the hdustiid Diyds i Act (the Act foe short) 
for adpidicati^ iqioit an industrul dilute between Shri 
Samir G. Rane (the wodonan for short) and the Mmnbai 
Port Trust (the Trust for diort). The terms the industrial 
diqmte areas follows: 

“Whether the actkii (rf‘the managemem ofMumbai 
Pem Trust m ledocmg the {UQr(rf‘Shii Samir G. Rane 
by one stage for a period of 3 years is correct and 
.putifiei^ If not, what rdi^toe workman, Shri Samir 

G. Rane k entitled to/f’ 

2. The unffia^ttted facts of fids case are that 

wodonan was wincing asdokgrade I inDocksDqiaitment 
of the Tnmt He was hedding a permanent p^. The 
wodcmmi was saved with charge sheet dated 15-6-1999 
under Regidalicm 12 dTEnipkyees (Classification, Omtiol 
and App^) Regulation, 1976. He w^ charged with 
ctmmdttiBg misccuidnct dTviedattoo dTRegidatton 3(7) of 
theReguhitkmspsBsedliyuiidertheMaior Forts Act. The 
ght of the afiegalicuis was to the effisd ttoft Rumaii Lalifiia 
StowJear CHovalt hid been mcAoted and raped by the 
wenkman several tisobetween CJctobei; 1996 to Febraary, 

1997. Stb was his d^stic seivam aged 17 years. A 
G(niq>laifitwastodged^hermtoe Wadsda Police Station. 
^ this conduct^private life the worknfean had brought 
disciedic to tusem^toyer. 

3. The wotkoismi^fiedto thechaige sheet his 

repfydsded 24-6-1999. He denied toe chmges. Theiei^Km 
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an eiKiuiiy was hdd against the wmto^ The prewnrtng 
officer examiiied five witnesses PrakaA Datlaiam Sawaut, 


I^e^ Kasaie, Laliffia Shankar (^lavui, iCah Rtadlip 
and lao^shite Shankar C^ovali. The docimients Ex. P to Ex. 
PIO were filed. ASi diese witnesses were crbss-examined. 
The workman also entered the witness box. The oiqoiry 
was conduct^ between the period of 29-9-1999 to 
22-6-1999. 'Piexeafter the inquiry report was sntamttedby 
the enqwry officer. It 2 q)pea]:s fiom file enquiiy report that 
the enquiry officer considered the evidence on reomd in 
paragraph 8.1 to 8.6 in some deUul. He found the evidence 
led by file compare ddbc^. He also IbBod that wmkmaa 
gave evidence and had withstood the croes-exannnation 
in para 8.6(vu). The npcfft was find it was not proved fiiat 
the workman crnmi^ted any misccnMhi^. Theamdnsion 
was that misconduct mentitmed in file Articles of 
charges framed agmnst the wtxkman was not proved 
(ExJvC). 

4. However file competent ^sciplinary authority 
issued a show cause notice dated 29-9-2000 (Exhibit M3) 
requiring file workman to show cause vfiiy he fiioidd not 
be punished becatuse it ^sagreed with the findings of 
enquiry <dBcer. Ihe proposed punishment was reduction 
of his pay by three stages frc»n Rs.4000/- to Rs.3730/- in 
pre-revised scale of Rs. 2250-85-2930-100-4430. The 
workman represented by letter dated 12-10-2000 ^xhfoit 
M4). Thereafter file (Mdo' of punislini^ dated 23-11-2000 
was passed after giving the workman a perscHUd hearing. 
This order was passed by the Traffic Mani^er Shri 
C.S.Murthy, By order aforesaid workman Was pmnshed 
with reduction of p^ at one stage from Rs.7800to Rs.7^0 
for a period Of three years in the revised p^ scale of 
Rs.5640^5760-170-9500. The wmkman wasnotgivaiany 
increment for period <rfth^ years. It was ordered that his 
pay shall be fixed k Rs. 7800/- after cjqiiiy of three years 
(Exhibit M5). The workman filed s^ie^ against fiie order 
dated 23-11-2000 (Exhibit M6). j^ieUate authority 
allowed the ^;ipeal cf fire wodonmiby oedet dated 15-1-2001 
(Exhibit M-7). In fitis order it was held wofionan was 
punished “ wiffiout first gnyte the appetot angpomtunitv 
to explain ahotdfite reasons addiicedhdithny him It 

appears that Pisdnliiiarv Authority had kreadv come to a 

coittlusion even before h earing the mmehant ormhwwise 

it would np * lirfflN thf penattv to be impored on 

Appellant This is fotal flaw, vfiiich^dtiatcs thej^occss 
of enquiry and resultant ordm*. I am fiierefore inclmed to 
set aside the ord^ and thiect the Dist^inary Aufiioiity to 
follow the. correct ^ocedure from file stage of reedpt 
enquiry rqxnt and pass cadet after ei^uating the case”. 
The case was remanded to same authorily Shri C. S. Mtirtiiy 
the Traffic Manager. 

5. Thereafira’ Shri C.S. Murthy, the Traffic Manager 
issued notice dated 3Q'^>2001. In this notice (ExhfoitMS) 
he gave three reasons for differing wifii the rqxNt of the 
Enquiry Officer. 


^(i) Hie victim gill and hm mofiwr gave enouiih 
ev»lei|oe to oomB to the oGodm^ about the C.SwE *8 
cp m Hi lM ing hfo gul OT her BMstber wrmld 

go to 5^ an exteBf of a ifii^ Slatemeot of 

i2pt,nisAe^tsticdit»Bihn^ 

dfogcaoe. I do not bdkve fimt such miwnwhtg <med 

fnr them in tajuiriring thgiinggp ef The 

CSEby Ins actioiK inflkted gteat miaeiy to the victim 
girl and her family. 

^ Tliere is omugh evidence to piDve.fiim the CSE 
taped file Ificlim girl on several oocaskms by 
threatening and bbek mailing wfaidi led fact to 
mrite «i afienipt to ommmt smeide. 

Through the C.S.E. was acquitted by the 
Hoaondfie Cmirt, It was onbeoefit of doubt The 
investigrii&g Officer (PW7) confirmed tom the 
C.S.E. oowfessed to tite oCfonce comiiiitted and 
where after FIR was lodged and fiie€.S.E. was 
mrested.” 

Iheceafiertiieaiderdated 18>8-2001 waspataedato 
givui^ personal he^ag to worieman and his defepce 
rqxeeentative. to tlte iaqmgnedofder fite wiakinan lafoed 
fivepetote: 

® The CSE was iSROcentand was implicated intius 
Case by flte girt fo sato to be ofbad chaiacjler. 

(k Hie ribservatom that tiie ^ .nu|de attempt to 
comnto Sttiade is xipt correct. 

(iii) Some of the witnesses did not tum up fm 
lecbidinglhrir Evidence. 

(h^ The court hadacqutoed Shri SamirRane. 

(v) Hte l^iqimyOfficer did not hedd^ Samir Ckpal 
" Ratte Ouihy of charges fiantod agarntt h^ 

The Disdplinaiy Amhorhy gave the fidlowing 
reasons: 

i The victim girt and her Biother gave evidence to 
coinetofitecoiidusio na li o mtheCIffisq 
tbenffence. No girl or her mother would go to 
such ai extent of making a fidse s ta te m e nt ofriye, 
mdestatiem that bfii^ shame and ffisgraoe. Hie 
CSE by his actiems infficted great misery th^ 
victim girt and her fomily. 

2. Hie evidence ofthe victim girt indicate fiui the 
victim girl was r^ied by the CSE on several 
occasLonsbythreatmting and Mack mafling wbiefa 
led her to iBske mi attempt to ooamixt suicldel 

. 3. Htough the CSE was acquitted by theJtoi^’hle 
Cknut, it was on benefit of ■ doubt. The 
Investigating Officer (FWNo. 4) ocmfiimeditbat 
the CSE confossed to the offence c(»nntitted| and 
thereafier F.lJt was and the CSE was 
arrested. 
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4. Even thougiti the court acquitted the CSE, it was 
not an Hon 'ble acquittal and the observation of 
woman judge in her judgment is not^ortlQr while 
passing order giving benefit of doubt.’’ 

He further statsd 

“And whereas, in the light of the above, the 
undersigned funds that there was invotvement of 
the CSE in the incident of rape which became 
public by way of repo^rts in newspapers and has 
brought bad name to ^PT. ” 

“And whereas, taking into account all the aqwets 
and the rel<;vant records and having heard the 
CSE in person, the undersigned in exercise of 
powers conferred by regulation 8 and 10 read with 
the schedule to the MbPT Employees 
(Classification, Control and /qipeal) Regulations, 
1976 herd)y proposes to in^se on Shri Samir 
Gopal Ranes a p^ty of reduction of his pay by 
one stage from Rs. 7970/- to Rs.780O/- for aperiod 
of 3 years in the revised scale of pay of Rs.4640- 
140-5760-170-9500 with immediate effect. It is 
further ordei'ed that during the period {^reduction, 
he will not earn inerments of pay and on expiry 
of the perioil of reduction his pay will be fixed at 
R.S. 7970/-. It is also ordered that the period of 
suspension of Shri Samir Gopal Rane be treated 
as one on suspension orify.” 

6. The workman gave his representation'M-10. 
Thereafter the order of reduction in pay from Rs.7970 to 
7800/- was passed in t he clerk grade I (4640-140-5760-17Q- 
5950) for a period of Ihreeyears with nnmediate effect The 
workman’s increment for three years-was stopped. It was 
ordered that after exi)iTy of the period of reduction the pay 
of the workman should be fixed at Rs.7970/- (&diibitM-l 1). 

7. It xs not in dispute that sub regulation (2) of the. 
Regulation 12 gives ][>ower to the disciplinary authority to 
record its disagreeirient with the findings of enquiry in 
respect of any article of charge if evidence is sufficient for 
this purpose. It is also not in dispute that punishment was 
imposed upon the under regulation 8(v) which comes under 
the heading of Major Penalties regarding regular enquire' 
as per regulation 12. 

8. The parties have argued the case on the basis of 
documentary evidence filed on behalf of the management 
of Trust. It consists of entire proceedings of enquiry. It 
would be clear that the Appellate Authority had remanded 
back the case to the disciplinary authority for the reason 
that it had appeared to it that it bad already held that 
workman committted misconduct because he had given 
the following reasons for disagreeing with the enquiry 
report without hearing the workman and indicated what 
penalty may be impcised nx>n the workman tentatively. 


“(i) The victim gid and her mother gave enough 
evidence to come to the conclusion about the 
CSE’s committingthe effenoe. Nogulor hermotber 
wonld ^ to such an extent of maiding a folse 
jtiatemerit tff rape, molestation which bring;^ 
tieinendoas sh^me arid disgrace. I do nm belies 
tl^ siich a pressing need existed for them in 
tanusjiing^l^^^ CSE. The CSE by his 

actioi^ infficted imseiy to the victim girl 
andherfot^aly; 

00 Them is eomigh endcaoe to prove that the CSE 
raped the victim g»l tm several occasions by 
thieataiing and black mailing which led her to 
mdee an atlenqjt to commit sucide. 

0iO Though the Case was acquitt^ 1^ the Honorable 
Court, it was on benefit of doubt. The 
Investigating Officer (PW-7) confirmed that the 
CSE confessed to the offence committed and 
where FIR was lodged mid the CSE was 
arrested.” 

9. It would also be cfear that the same officer Shri 
GS. Muity repeated the same reasons for disagreeing with 
the emptily rqioit The reasons have been reproduced in 
paiagr^ S of the award. The language is id^tical. The 
cody diffcmicebetweexi: Exhibit M-S mid Exhibit M-5 is 
that insteadof. stating his epmdusicin the Disciplinary 
AathO]% in Exhibit >1-8 it says t^at it is ‘inclined to 
disagree^. Here rfinclear diat there wasno ffesh^lication 
ofmin4^’^^4‘iiB*ting,Miowca]useiiotice&diihh Under 
these droustances onfy view that is possible is that the 
same eriqtjity officer 0id riot fiiid it necessary to go through 
the record again. There is another reason that Shri 
C.S. Muithy had conunitted hiinselfjn wtitiiig twi^e firstly 
by issuing Exhibit MrS and then by issuing E?diibit M-8 
t^ ttere were three good reasons for disagreeing with 
the enquiry officer. Theieftue the personal hearing was an 
enqiti^fotmalily. Thereafter inExhMtM-9 more or less same 
reasoning is rqieated Then it is interesting that after giving 
4 reasons the disciplinaiy anthoriti^ refers to reports in 
ne^^^iers. The reports do not form part of record. The 
di^pUnaiy authority allowed itself to be influenced by 
foiei^ material for coming to the ccmchision that the name 
of the coitqiaiiy is discredited. The appellate authority 
should have transferred the case to another officer or Shri 
C. S. Murthy should not have heard the case. That apart it 
does not appear that the disciplinary authority was right in 
disagreeing with the findings of the enquiry officer on the 
^unds mentioned by him. This Tribunal therefme has 
examined the evidence on record in exercise of powers 
under Section 11-A oftiie Act because this is one of the fit 
cases for doing so. 

10. Hie crodal witness for proving the charge of r^e 
against the workman is Kumari Lalitha. This Tribunal has 
considered e^ence. This does not appear to be case 
of rape. She appears to be a consenting par^^ even her 
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evidence is accepted in toto. It appears that the girl was concerned. The evidence of workman is that of deiiial 


employed. It may be probable that the wmkman may have 
taken advantage of Ihis situation to have illidt relations 
with her. Tht^ fact is dear from the at Sai Knqpa lodge and 
Udipi Lod^. Ho: modier Jayshri Shankar Qiavali afimittfd 
that she told lies to her that she is going to a marriage. The 
questions 21 and 27 put to T^litba Ghavali in cross- 
examination show that she could not property e?^lain the 
fact that despite the opportunities at her command why 
she did not report the matter to her mother that she was 
raped. On the other hand she went with the workman 
willingly The competent disdplinaiy authority has wron^ 
thought that no woman would make a ^se accusation. It 
is on record that the girl had tak^ \^cks tablets because 
she may have feh betrayed because of false promises. 
When the things became clear that she was seduced she 
may have made the report The evidence on record suggests 
that she was acconq)anied by a social work^ Mrs. Thatte 
for lodgmg the FIR. We do not know how her statement 
was recorded. In this connection it may be noted that the 
workman entered the witness box. He denied the allegation. 
There is no evidence against the workman excqrt the word 
of Kuma Lalitha Ghavali. Therefore considering the fact 
that the enquiry officer had exonerated the workman, and 
so also the Criminal Court, the Disciplinary Authority 
should not have punished the workman cm moral grounds 
but on oral examination o#:hicts. Since the charge against 
the workman has notproved in the Crimirtal Court, it cannot 
be said that the reputation pf the company was lowered on 
account of rape committed by him. The workinan carmot 
be charged because Kumari Lalitha Ghavali thought it 
proper to lodge FIRagainst him. There was no evidence on 
record that the matter was published in papers but the 
disciplinary authority took the fact of p^lication into 
account. Even if the matter was published in lu^spapers, 
it cannot be said that charges against the woilonan stood 
proved. 

II. In paragraph 10 above the evidence of the 
witnesses was examined from the poiiit of view if r^ was 
proved This Tribtmal indcperideiitty exatniried the cridenoe 
of Kumari Lalitha Ghavali as against that of workmmi. This 
tribunal finds that Kumari Lalitha’s evidence is partly 
reliable. It is not in dispute that she was employed as a 
maidservant by the wife of the workman. This Tribunal 
relied on the evidence of Lalitha Ghavali to hold that the 
workman had developed illegal relationship with the girl. 
He had sexual relations with her. It appears that she was a 
consenting party. She has given details of meeting places. 
She had gone to Shirdi with the workinan. This statement 
too appears to be reliable. The cross-examination of this 
witness and the entire evidence of the workman are for 
false accusation. The motive for false implication does not 
appear to be strong. The maidservant of a deprived class 
would not done to hurl a totally false accusation. Her 
evidence is corroborated by her story, which she has stated 
clearly. She was not iqrset ^ search^g cross-examination. 
Her mother also supports her so far as sex relations are 


However his version and de^snee does not e^lain why 
the girl accused him. The dehmee is unrealistic. Ifis 
evidence cannot be relied iqroit 

IZ The aforesaid findings independentty recorrjted 
by this Tribunal in exercise of its power under Section 11A 
of the Act may now be summarized. It is found that the 
evidence on record shows that the wo rkman did not r^pe 
Kummi Lalilha CHian^i. He must have probably seduc ed 
her. It appears that she was consenting party to the sex|)al 
advances made by the woikman. As it happens in speh 
cases, the workman must have created an atmosph^ 
conducive to his designs and must have give exaggeraied 
promises and when the trite &cts came to the knowledge 
of the victim, she in herjimoce^ thought that she could 
coinmit suidde by eating excess number of Mcks tabl^. 
She bad to be taken to the hospital. It is at this ^ge true 
facts must have been noticed Itythe mother of the girl and 
others. It is precisely after that FIR has been made. The 
successimi of events tells one story that the wrdunan 
carmot be held guilty of rape. He is now acquitted. This 
Tribunal does not accept the version of the girl that she 
was raped against her will several times under fear. The 
version of the girl shows that she only exaggerating half 
tmth. 

13. The question that arises whether the private 
conduct of the workman can to be said to be reasoiiable or 
decent standard on his part. Does it in any way spoil the 
reputation of the trust? In such cases it is very difificult to 
draw the line. From the point of view of the victim, it is 
entirely a reprehensible conduct if she was exploited due 
to weak econDiiiic diaunstances. However the girl heraelf 
does not say so.Trom the point of view of the wmkman, he 
can claim that he was seduced by the girl. He does not ^ 
so. From the pmnt of view of the trust, the raimiiial report 
lodged against the wmkman tarred its rq)utation because 
the case of the rape became known to the world. It can be 
argued that the fact that the woikman brought upon a 
situationby seducing the girl was enough for the compa|ny 
to hold that he did maintain decent and reasem^estarudsad 
of life such as crnichision is warranted by the finding s 
recorded by this Tribunal that workman was not careful 
enough to avoid a situatian in which there was a prob^illty 
that rqnitation of trust is marred^ It may be th^ he was not 
responsible for lodging the FIR. It may be that he was 
acquitted and th^'dty the tmnt of r^ie in the criminal trial 
was wiped out and the FIR became an irrelevant document 
so far its contents were conserved except the feet that it 
was lodged. However as pcx independent findings of this 
Trfeunal the workinan indulged himsdf in a sex iinbrogllo. 
It immaterial whether he was the seducer or seduced. The 
fact remains that he could have reasonably foresee that 
trouble was likety to be created by the girl tf he jilted her 
and being a married man he could mt do mherwise. It may 
be that lust gotfietter of him, but it its train, brought liU 
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name to the Trust, when he was charged and arrested for 
rape. He cannot escajpe the consequences of his »:tions 
by saying there was no nexus of the fact of lodging of FIR 
and his sexual adventures. The conclusion is inescapable 
that workman is guilty of charges framed for the reasons 
recorded by this Tribunal and this Tribunal passes further 
order under Section 11-A of the Act that punishment 
imposed upon the workman is justified and no interference 
is called for in that part of the order. 

14. The reference is answered by stating that the 
management of Mumbai Port Trust rightly reduced the pay 
of the workman by one stage for a period of three years. 
The workman is not entitled to any reUef No costs. 

S.C. PANDEY, Presiding Officer 
lO-qM, 2004 

843.—1947 (1947 

^ 14 ) ^ W 17 % 'iff'b 

% ^ 

94/2003) ^ li# 

t, 10-3-2004 I 

[U •q(rT-12012/126/2003-3n^,m(^-II)] 

New Delhi, the 1 OthMarch, 2004 
S.O. 843.—In piirsu i.ice of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 94/ 
2003) of the Central Ciovemment Industrial Tribunal-Cum- 
Labour Court Lucknow as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial dispute bijtween the managenient of Bank of 
India, and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 10-03 -2004. 

[No. H2012/126/2003-IR^II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOV^lNMENTINDUS'naAL'IiaBUNAL 
CUM-LAIBOURCOUTLUCKNOW 
L D. No. 94/2003 

Ref No. L-12012/126/2003-IR(B-n) dated 18-9-03 
BEIWSIN 

Sri Ashok Kumar S/o Late Sh. Maujilal 
R/o Gav/al Toll, Fategarh, Janpad 
Farukhabad, U.P 

AND 

The fdanager. Bank of India 
Faitehgar, Farukhabad 

AWARD 

The Government of India, hfinistiy of Labour vide 
their order No. L-12012/126/2003-IRO-II) dated 18-9-2003 


(Part H—Sec. 3(ii)] 


referred the following issue for adjudicaticii to CGTr-cum- 
Labour Court, Lucknow; 

‘"Whether the actiem ofthe Management of Bank 
ofBidia in terminataig the services of Shii Ashok 
Kumars/oLale ShiiMaigfLalw.e.f. 26-11-2001 is 
legal and justified ? If not, what rdief the 
concdnied wotlcinan is entitled to T* 

WhUe scolding order for adjudicaticiii.io this court 
notices wete isoied to the worker Ashok Kumar S/o 
Late Mauji L^ and Mansigv, Bank of India, Fitegai^ 
Faniklufoad luit tiy'TTiulrrT did not Me the stalraaeid of 
claimsHlIimth^ stipulated pen 

The court issued notice by lettered post to the - 
wodeer as wcU as to the management, but jcvsn then the 
parties did not ^ipem^ hi the case or filed foe stafoment of 
claim or writtefi A^oeaem. 

fo view of above foe is^ can not be a#idic]Ued 
iqxm and accordih^ foe reference is unanswered. 

SHRSCANT ^lUKLA, PiedffingOfi^ 
lOTn^, 2004 

1947 (1947 

^ 14) 

^ 

■ajiqpaq 57/2002 ) ’JWlftm “nj# 

t, ^ ^ 10-3-2CM^ ^ ^ un 

- t'R.1?5Fia012M1/2002-3^.3m.(^-TI)] 
■fo. folWTOT, 

New Delhi, the lOfo March, ^)04 

S.O. 844.—^lil pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrie Di^nde Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), foe Central 
Government hereby pifolifoes foe Award (Ref. No. 57/ 
2002) of foe Cemfd Government IndustiMTnbunal-Cum- 
Labonr Court Cbmmm as shown in foe Annexure, in foe 
InAistrial diifnifobetmuBnfoe managcmein of Canaia Bank, 
and their wcudaneu, which was received by the Central 
(jovernment cm 10-03-2004. 

[No. H2012/41/2002-IR^II)l 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANraXI^ 

BOQRETHEC134marGO\i:DaitJSlia^ 
TRlBIJNALCVBMJ^URCOim;€H19fftA^ 
Fiid^, t^ 2nd January, 2004 

PRESEKT; 

I^ JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 
Industrial IMqiiite No. 57/2002 

(In the m^ter of foe dispiUe for a#idicatipn under clau^ 
(d) of Sub-section (1) said Sub-section 2(A) of Scctimi 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 194'^, between 
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the Msuiageioieiit of Caoaia Bank and their wodcnuBi &i N. 
SundaraBaian) 


HETWEBN 


SriN. SundaraR^an, 


AND 


The denersd Nfemagei; 
CanaraBank, Bai^gaioie 

APPEARANCES: 

Forthe Petitioiier 


For the Management 


IParty/Whikmsi 


n Partj^Ntoigenient 


K. V Ananthatariahnan 
&VCI «u i d BidcB;& 

K. P. Mandidharan^ 
Advocafea. 

Mr. T. R S^h^ Median, 
Advocate 


AWARD 

The Central Government, hfinistiy of L*ow vide 
Notification Gtoks No. L-12012/41/2002-m(B-n) dated 
18-06-2002 has referred the foHotving dispute to this 
Tribunal fiw ai^udicatum:— 

“Whether the action of the management of Canara 

Bank in ordering oon^wlsory retirement ftom service 
to Sri N. SundaaR^an is legal and justified? If not, 
what relief the concerned woitanan is entitled to T 

2. After the receipt ofthe reference, it was taken on 
file as I.D.N 0 .57/2002 and notices were issued to both tl» 
parties and both the parties entered appe»mice though 
their advocates arid filed then Claim Statement and Comiler 

Statement respectively. 

3. The allegations of the Petitioner in the Claim 
Statement are briefly as follows 

The Petitioner after having served the Indism Navy 

for ten years joined the Respondcot/B«ik asa dedc in the 

year 1984 and he was working as a in Alnnihurai 
branch ofthe Respmident in 1999, Cto 30-3-99 one Sri T.R 
Chinnappan who was the custoOMr of Respondent/Bank 
drawn a selfcheque from his S.B^ accountNo. 2064 and 
authorised his dcik Thironavukkarasu to receive the saine. 

The passing officials passed the cheque and the said 

amount was paid to the authorised lepresentativc. On the 

same day Mr. Ravichandran S/o. T. R. Chinnappan 
d^Kwited cash in current Account No. 148 maintained hj? 
M/s. Ravi Electricals. The Petitioner received and oertffied 
the i^^ment and accounted amount in cash recetpf. Wlnte 
so, the Petitioner was chauge sheeted by foe Rp^wndent/ 
Bank on 21-6-99 aHegmgtbat he fidled to account Rs. 1500/- 
remittedby customer in the books of accounts cf the l^nk, 

secontfly, imsa^JIM^iialed the sum of Rs. 1500/-, thinffly 
tampered and destrayed the documents and stqpressed 
the said feet auwl fourthly, influoKed the customer for an 
out of bank scttlcmeiit. Prdiminary oral empiiy was held 
on 8-9-99 and the Petitions denied the alleged chatges as 


for from toe Peritioner and havii^ not satisfied wito toe 

saine, adeporttnieinalenqiBrywasofdeibd. fotoatca^Biy 


six witnesses. On 21-12^, toe Enqany Officer Inegivena 

finding that charges framed againrt him were pawed. The 
Petitiotier*s otyectiem to toe enquiry fintongs were of nO 
use. The Disciq^inary Amlior^ has passed toe fimdmdet 
dated 25-4-2000 dimniasiiig ^ Petitkaaer from servic^. 


/^qieliale Aiitomity, who hm modified toe tos mis s al into 
one of compnlsoiy retiiemeat The said findto^ aid also 


Autoc^ity^ are ernmeoas, bfesed, unjust and against toe 
evidence and doemnents avaihd)^ in toe enquiry The 
Enquiry Officer has not given any (^portniBty to toe 
Pedrimbor fin a^winting an advocate to assist him in toe 
enqimy The OMpniy was not ^ and ]uoper and toe Empiiijy 
Officer retying on toe felsc evidence given by the witnesses 

had come to the wrong conchisioa Even the material 
documents wwre not produced. The condusion arrived d 

by the ^iquiiy Officer is perverse. Thcieftiic, toe Petitioner 
prays this Tribonal to pass an award in his feevour. 

4. As against this, toe Resptmdent even though 

admitted the iq^intment of the Petitioner has alleged that 
w hile the Petitioner was woridng as Cleric at AlanthurSi 
branch on 30-3-99, on behalf of M/s. Ravi Electricals an 
amountofRs. 1500 /-paidinCiineiit AccountNo. 148fixim 
the proceeds of cash cheque in S*.B. AccountNo. 2064 arid 
a ^in they have remitted another sum of Rs. 1500/- by 
cash, the.Petitioncr Mr. Sundararajan accounted for the 
adjustment of cash cheque in S. B. Account No, 2064 !to 
Cunent Account No, 148. Then he received the another 
amount (rf Rs 1500/- by cash on the same daPf and atyo 
of cnnirterfoil from the customer. Thecaish 

remittaiice was not accounted fin m toe books of accounts 

of the hatih Fmther the Petititmer has released the 

counterftril in token of having received the cash by the 

bank. When the customer approached toe bonk for 
verificatiou of his account, toe feet ernne to light. Fmtocr 
the customer also produced the coimteifiiil in supportiof 

his claim and when toe counlerfinl was handed ewer tofoe 
Petitionarfar vciification, he destroyed the counterfoil for 
the remittance of Rs. 1500/- by cs^ by tiK customjer. 

Further, he has also ^nnoached toe customm^ for an out of 

h ank settlement for this issue. Not satisfied with toe 
explanation given by the Petitioner, the domestic enquiry 
was ordered and the Petitimim was given an opportai!|ity 

in the enquiry and he was also provided wito assi8tano4 of 

a oo-woikcr and copies of all documents wore gjvMil to 
Petitioner. TherefiMC,tiic domestic enquiry was contoic^ 

fulty in confinniitywHhtiK principles of Mtoiialjustic^. It 
is frdse to alleged that tile &iqitky CMficer’s findings ^ 
perverse. Onty after rdying on toe evidence and inmetial 

documents avatotole in enqmry, tiic En^niy Officer ras 
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come to the conclusion that the charges have been proved 
and only after considering the case of the Petitioner, the 
Disciplinary' Authority has given the punishment and 
similarly the Appellate A.uthority has also after considering 
the entire case on humanitarian basis has reduced tl^ 
punishment. While the case was pending, the account- 
holder in his letter dated 19-8-99 has informed that he has 
arrived at a settlement with the Petitioner through a 
panchayat and therefore, he is withdrawing the complaint 
even against the Petitioner. Therefore, his clearly proved 
that the Petitioner has approached the aocountholdcr for 
an out of bank settlement:. Therefore* all the charges framed 
against the Petitioner have been duly proved records. 
Therefore, the allegation of the Petitioner against the 
enquiry is false and baseless. Hence, the Respandent prays 
that the claim may be dismissed with costs. 

5. In these circumstances, the points for my 
consideration are — 

(i) 'Whether the action ofthe management of Canara 
Banl: in ordering the compulsory retirement from 
service to the Petitioner is legal and justified ?” 

(ii) "To what relief, the Petitioner is entitled ?” 

Point No. 1 1 — 

6. The admitted case of the parties in this case is 
that on 30-3-99 while the Petitioner acted as cashier, on 
Mr. T. R Chinnappan who was the customer of the 
Respondent/Bank at Alanthurai drawn a self cheque for 
Rs. 1500/- from his S. B. account No. 2064 and authorised 
his clerk Mr. Thirunavukarasu to receive the same. On the 
same day, Mr. Ravichandran, S/o. T R. Chinnappan 
deposited cash in the current account No. 148 maintained 
by M/s. Ravi Electricals. The Petitioner received and certified 
the payment and accoimted into cash book receipts. 

7. On behalf of the Respondent, it is contended that 
even after Mj . T. R Chinnappan issued self-cheque he has 
asked his clerk Mr. Thinmavukarasu to deposit the said 
amount also in the current account and as such he has 
deposited the same in Current A/c. No. 148maintainedby 
M/s. Ravi Electricals. Therefore, according to the 
Respondent 1 here are two payments to the current account 
No. 148 on the same day. But the passbook revealed only 
one payment of Rs 1500/- and at the same time, they have 
got two counter foils for payments of Rs. 1500/- each for 
the current account No. 148. 

8. Belbre going into the details, we have to see the 
deposit and withdrawals in ‘Manual of Instructions’ of 
Savings Bank and CuiTcnt Account in Canara bank, para 
6.1.2. which says with regard to deposits “where cash is 
deposited the counterfoil of the challan is to be handed 
over to the depositor duly signed by the supervisor, 
incharge of the cash receipt waste. The challan is entered 
in the cash receipts M’aste and then passed on to ledger 
clerk. Under no circumstances should the challan be 


passed on through the customers themselves. ” According 
to the then Manager of Canara bank, Alanthurai, he has 
instructed the staff to adhere the instructions scrupulously 
and no deviation is to be made in any quarters and it is his 
further evidence that two counterfoils produced by M/s. 
Ravi Electricals at the time of complaint contain the 
signature^nitial of the cashier namely the PetitioneT herein 
and also the cash siQxsrvisor namely Mr. N. S. Iyer. But, 
strangelyenoughthesaidMr.N. S. Iyer wdiose evidence is 
material in this case has not been examined fr)r the reasons 
best known to the management. In the enquiry, before the 
Enquiry Officer, the Managerimd also the Owner M/s. 

Ravi Electricab oaine^ Sri X R. Chinnappan have clearly 
stated that the countofoU contain the signature of the 
cashier and also the cash supervisor. Under such 
drcumstances, it is strange for what reason even the 
Investigation Officer has not examined the said cash 
siq)ervisor namely Mr. N. S. Iyer and al^ not produced the 
shroff book or cash waste b^sre the enquiry. In this case, 
the charge framed agaipstthe Pf^tioner is that he failed to 
account Rs. 1500/- remitted by the customer M/s. Ravi 
Hectricals in the bodrs of accounts of the bank, secondly, 
he misjq)propriated above said sum of Rs. 1500/-; thirdfy, 
tampmed arul destroyed the documents and suppressed 
the said act and lastly he influoiced the customer for an 
out of baiUc settlement. In this’base, the then Manager of 
the Alanthurai branch Mr. Gopalan has been examined in 
enquiry as MW6, He has^clearly stated that on the date of 
the compliant, he has sqcn two <x>unterfoiis of M/s. Ravi 
Electricals on7-4^99. Since on that date the Petitioner was 
on casual leave, he asked the custmner to come on the next 
working day. On 12-4-99 from M/s. Ravi Electricals, the 
clerk Mr. Thirunavukarasu has brought the bounded 
counterfoil book and since lot of customers were in the 
cabin he could not verify it and asked him to wait there, but 
subsquentfy, M/S. Ravi Electricals had phqned him that 
one counterfoil was missing and he came to the conclusion 
that the Petitioner has destroyed one of the counterfoils 
and he has seen that there is a in the counterfoil and 
therefore, he presumed that it Was taken away by the 
Petifroner herein. He further stated that at the first instance 
when he has seen the counterfoil, two counterfoils were 
written by the same person. Under such circumstances, 
the management must have verified the cash shrpff or cash 
waste before coming to the conclusion that the Cashier 
has taken the amount and also the counterfoil. Further, 
when the Manager of the Rcspoiident/bank has 
categorically stated that he has seen the supervisor’s initial 
in the counterfoil, he must have been examined and got a 
statement ofthe siqiervisor immediately on that date. But, 
neither the Manager iwr the Investigation Officer has 
enquired the cash siqiervisdr whether the challan has been 
initialled or whether the entry has been made in the cash 
shroff. Without ^ing through the docunients and without 
examining the said j^^^ieir^or, they had come to the 
conclusion that the at&unt been paid into bank and 
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the Petitioner has misappropriated the amount of 

Rs.l500/- namdy die payment made in one challan. tf fealty, 

the amount has been paid to the cashier namriy the 
Petitioner and if realty, the siqwrvisor has initiaUed the 

ehaUan, die supervisor must also be involved in this case 
and he must have also been charged for the allied oflfeiee 

committed in this ca«. But for the reasons best known to 
them, the JRes|»iidcntBank w not taken any 

steps in this regard. Simiiarty, the proprietor of M/s. Ravi 

Electricals Mr. TRChirm^jpahwlrilehcwasexaiBmedas 
MW3 has stated dial he first gave Ex.ME3 namely letter. 

dated 134-99 and sifosequcnttyhe has jtycnEx>^ dated 

12-4-99. He further admitted in the cross examination that 
tie did not know the exact date on which he has giv en 
ix.ME2, probaWy after ten days ofEx.ME3, dicrefore, he 
night have been given the same, i.e. Ex.ME3 must have 
9 een given on 23-4-99. When we see letters Ex.ME2 and 

ME3, m EX.ME3 h is mentioned d«t he has mentioned that 
he has givenalctter<m l2-4-99vbmactoa%his admitted 

by the witness that he has given the letter dated 12 -4- 99 

ten days after 13-4-99. Therefore, di^ibtwffl arise r^rdihg 

genuineness of these two letters. In this context, we must 
see the allegation of the Petitioner against the Manage, 
wherein the Petitioner avcorred that he has got some 
grievance against the Manager and the Manager has 
cooked vtp this case and has made the Petitioner as a 
scapegoat and he has not done anything contrary to the 

bank rules and regulations. As I have already stated the 

bank purposely not examined the cash supMvisor mid 
purposely not produced the document of cash w^e 
before the enquiry only to safeguard the cash supervisor. 

9 As against this, the learned counsel for the 
Respondent argued that if realty, the Petitioner has not 
done any mistake in this c^e. there is no reason for 
approaching the customer namely M/s. Ravi Electricals for 
out of bank settiement. Fr«ai Ex.M16, it is clear that foe 
Petitioner has approached the panchayathar and foe 
customer M/s. Ravi Electricals have requested the baifo to 
withdraw the conqilaint given by them and therefore, it is 
clearty established that the Petitioner has misappropriated 
the amount paid by M/s. Ravi Bectricals and has paid foe 
amount out of his pocket to foe said M/s. lUvx Electricals 
and asked the proprietor of M/s. Ravi Electricals to 
withdraw the case. Thus, he entered an out of bank 
settlement. This is also a grave misconduct wi foe p^ of 
the Petitioner. Birt inerdy because that M/s. Ravi Electricals 
had written a letter that they are willing to withdraw foe 
complaint aga^ foe Petitioner from bank with regard to 
payment of Rs.1500/-, it cannot be concluded that the 
Petitioner has jqjproached M/s. Ravi Elcctncals for out of 
bank settlement.' Furto, evfen assuming fof^an argument 
sake without Coring that he haS approached M/s. Ravi 
Electricals for a settlement, I think, it is only to purchase 


and to iB^^oaid Us jnlefest m foe be iric Undci; 
circumstances; it cannot be held that the PrtilMmei 
has misappropriated foe amount paidli y M/s. 
Elftcipcaiw and he has done a misconduct by appiOodtiii$ 
the co^o mer fo* oiaAMHoie out of the bank and so on. 

10 . 

argued that 
M/s.. Ravi El< 
cohiniii,itis 
has been 
and he ar^ied 
deposited into 
any mention of 
transfer of amount 


cninMrifarfoePeftioner 
prp^^ 

le biiGk side in dominiaatioil 
as loo X 15nainetyRs.l500/l- 
I has presided the cheq^ 
e cheque amount has to be 
14^ th^ neediilbb 
usi and it should bo onty ap 
transiCT « amotim Account to Current Aocoun^ 

the HOT M/s. RaviHtoctticalsiwodnoejl 

thccounlerfoil for this amount for deporit ofthe same info 

current accoant Under such drcumstilees, there emufot 
be two payments towards current aafount No. 148 o|n 
30-3-99 and foe Manager has codeed vp foe case against 
the Petitioner onty to ventilate his grievance against the 
Petitioner. 

11. I find some force in this contention because, if 
realty the cheque amourn has to be transferred to cunent 

account No. 148 of M/s Ravi Electricals, there need not be 
any mention about denomination. From these 

circunistanccs,itisdcarfoatthBaiiitranthasbeenrccei^ 

from the cash counter through a cheque. Under si^h 
I can very well comfoi^ that foe allegation 
that ths ainourrt has been paid anothw cha^ 

and foe challan has been destroyed by the Petitioner iS|^ 
a cock and tfoU storey against the Petitioner. Infois c^, 

. .-.At _ and 


the Petitioner, they have not Sl^cn. foe material docume^ 
which clearly prove the payment of cas h tow ards 4he 
current account twice XJUder sitoh circumstances, I find 
the cash teamed vtifo Current account on 30-3-99 was 

Rs. 1500/- aifo not twice as allegedby foe Re^>pBdentiS<fe 

and it is false to allege that the Petitioner has 
misappropriated this amount. As such, I find this poiift in 
fovoiir of the Petitioner, 


Point No.2:- 

The next point to be dedded in this case is to What 
relief foe Petitioner is entitled? 

12. foviewofnyfindingfoatfoeaUegedmisaifo^ 

priationby foe Petitioner is a false one, I find foe Petitipi^ 

SriN Sundaraiajbisentifiodtoclmmasprayedfbrfom 

tocct tlfeRcspbndteht/Cmiaia Ba^ reinstate foe Peti¬ 
tioner into service with aU^«»#mbenoto T^^ 

iswmdingfiromfoeyear 2000 , tltoteftwc, ffindforfoasl^ 
period, foe Petitioner SriN Sundararajanisentitiedtooiity 

50% (fifty per cent) of foe back wages. No Costs. 


937GI/2004—13 
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13. The refenmce is answered accorctin^y. 

(Dictated to the P. A. transcribed and typed by him^ 
corrected and pronounced by me in the c^ien court <mthis 
day the 2nd Januaiy, 2004.) 

K. JAYARA^ifAN, Presding Officer 
Witnesses Examinecii;- 
On either side None. 

Documents Marked r- 
For the 1 Partv/Woit:manN 


Ex. No. Date 
W1 07-12-94 

W2 02-01-97 
W3 18-02-97 

W4 12-12-98 

W5 14-12-98 

W6 08-12-97 

W7 30-03-99 
W8 30-03-99 

W9 19-11-99 

W10 19-04-99 

Wll Nil 

W12 Nil 
W13 Nil 
W14 Nil 


Appredatio: 
to i;*etitioner 



issued by bank 


Xerox copy of the promotioa letter 

Xerox copy of the ^]preciation 
letter from the Bank. 

Xerox copy of the letter issued by 
bank with regard To written test 
intimation. 

Xerox copy of the intimation gh^ 
by ibank with Regard to test of Jun¬ 
ior Management Scale I 

Xerox copy of the letter from Res¬ 
pondent/Bank Regarding the writ¬ 
ten test held on 9-11-97 

Xerox copy of the current account 
chailan f<^ of Ravi Hectriods. 

Xerox copy of the dieqim with an 
endlorsement. 

Xerox copy of the letter frran 
Mr. A.Ravi to Enquiry Office. 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Raghunathan to Investigating Officer 

Xerox copy of the ledger account 
No. 148 

Xeiox copy of the ledger ^count 
No.2064 

Xerox copy of the shroff cash book 
receipts 

Xerox copy of the manual of instruc¬ 
tions For S.B. & Current Account. 


hE 23-06^ Xieiox copy of the ex planatim i tn 

chargesheet 

M3 08-09-99 Xerox copy df the enquiry proceed- 


M4 21-12-99 
M5 l(M>4-20d0 

M6 2^<Q4->2000 

M7 22-04-2000 

M8 22-04-2000 

M9 25-04-2000 
MIO13-05-2000 
Mil 13-11-2000 
M12 204)4-99 

M13,12-04-99 

Ml 4 13-04-99 

MI5 19-04-99 
M16 19-08-99 
M17 30 -03-99 
M18 30-03-99 
M19 19-04-99 
M20 19-04-99 


For the H Partv/Managemenfc- 

Ex. No. Date DejM:ription 

Ml 21-06-99 Xer ox copy of the charge sheet. 


. XetuK <ropy dm enquiiy jSnding^ 

.V, ' 

Xanpto^y of the letter from Peti 
timier lb Gener^ Manager 

of the proceedm^ 
Dtae^dtnaiy Antboiity 

Xerox copy eftbe written sobmis- 
sifios ma^ on behalf of the sqipU- 
cant 

Xettnc of the ardor of duonissal 

phssOd by Re^ndent/Bank. 

Xerox o^die proceedings of 

the General Manager. 

X^fOK cqiy of th&jKoceedtngs of 
DquiCy CImeral Mmuiger 

X^rpxcopy ofthe fettor from Officor, 
Regional Office lb Diviacmal Man¬ 
ner, Regionai Office. 

Xerox copy of the letter from Ravi 
Electricals to Branch Manager, 
Alaodurai » 

Xerox copy of the letter from Ravi 
Electricals to Branch Managor, 
Alanduiai 

Xerox copy of the letter of TR 
Qiinnappan 

Xerox copy of the letter from Ravi 
Electncals. 

Xerox copy of the credit chailan for 
RslSOO/-. 

Xerox copy of the cash payment 
cheque for Rs 1500/- 

Xerox copy of the l^er from Ravi, 
Oetk Madiddcaiai branch. 

Xerox copy of the letter from Mr 
Go|Mlan branch Manager Alanduiai 
to investigating officer. 

M21 15-04-99 Xerox copy ofthe letter from Branch 
Manager Alandpiai to Divisional 
Manager Madurai. 
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«4S.- ^ <il Pw> 3lftfPw»T. 1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ 17 %^^KiBR%TwlNr% 

3wq^% aHf^^ 

Pif^ viftfijPw 1%ww; ^ %5!fN mm juPhw h 

am 2, ^ (tM 49/96) ^ 

iwfiw 4»<<fl t, ^ 10-3-2004 ^ !Wrf8»«H 

[B. 1?^'12012/89/95-3B<.«W.(^-1I)3 
WR«4, 3PR^iPw 
New Dd^ the lOth Maidl, 2004 

S.O. 845.—In pwmiaiioc of Sectkm 17 of Ibe 
Industrial Dufiine Act, 1947 (14 of 1947X the Cemtni 
Goveiimient henhy potashes the awaid G^ef, No. 49/96) 
of the Central Govenunent IndustiisU TrS>^Bl-Cwn- 
Labour Court No. 2, New DeUu now as diown m the 
Amiexuie in the Industrial Dispute bdwe^theen^doyas 
in relation to the management (^aaara Bank and ^r 
woikman, which was lecdvedbyUie Centra) Govenunrat 
on 10-3-2004. 

{No L-120l2/89/95-IR(B-n)) 
C GANGADHARAN, Under Secy, 
ANNEXURE 

BEF(NRX T^EERBSmarGCmiCER: 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRBBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT-U 

Presiding Officer: RN. Rai. LD No. 49/96 

In the Matter of:— 

V. K. Grover 
Versos 

Canara Bank 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour vide its letter No. 
12012/89/95 Dt. 16-4-1996 has referred the feSo^vi^ 
points for ac^udication. The peunt runs as herrander^— 

''Whether the action of the manageointt Can^ 
Bank, New Delhi in posting Shri VK. Grover,as Ordimuy 
clerk instead of Spe^ Assistant on his reversion fiom 
Officer's Grade w.e.f 13-2-1989 ^ fegd and justffied? If 
not, to what relid is the said workman entitled to?” 

The claimam has filed statement d clmm. 

The claimant has stated in his daim that he was 
initially ai^inted as clerk w.e.f. 4-9-1972 d De^ hnd 
he was siibsequeiidy {mnnotod first as a Head Oeik aa 
11-11-1980 and than as a SpeciM Assistant on 
11-11-1981 wlm^ wasfdfewodl^lusiMsaaaottonasan 


3, 2004^8 14> 7926 

AooeaMndmOffioai*»Cadieinder fiia State Saeviooo^ 
Officers w.o.f. 7«>l-19t3 in the dsterhile Lakslinte 
CoaMHCicial itetdcU d. Th a ty4i fci hmi Cd MaaMcin lB 
Limited was tobsequeoily aaudgamated with Caaat^ 
Bank, & nafioaaltzed bank. 

R hat boon feifiter aobafitted tiy lite wrakssan thalt 
he was teansfetnd tn SecaMiefabad oh lD^t986 ba|t 
the4dXH« tmadteof Shfi Gravm was nMiKdi^ 

He was thneaficr asitedte jom Vj a ha k luymaiim 
extseamSooth. RlmtbeehferthmteAxariltedfiutlteWMte 
aeveid ktten regarding hte difBoiltybm to no eflbot Alt 
last he wmited to leauin at the pievioiis place of poatiiig. 
He <hd not report to dn^ at die place of his posthag- It 

has been feifiier sdbiintted that when his appUcatioa was 
t^eoted, be wrote a tetter that it was not poaribto for ths 
maaageeteat to reiam him as «i tffioer in Dettil. He aj»|r 
be reverted bade to the workman cadre in Ddhi. aa^ 
aoomdin^, he lms bom ravmled to die woikmmi cadxel. 

It haSbeenfihdirar sultouited diat mie m two pecBons 
^the smhlm.oQa^tMas wimB reverted to ^jedal AsBstaolt 
whereas he was leverted to the workman cadre as deri|e 
which is dtecrimimaoiy. 

Tim managernmn has fded waktea stmenaiit Ip 
the written stateamiit, k hm beep stated toatdm wodonah 
Inmsdf wrote sewetal Idteis to,tlmteidt that his roverstof 
to clerk is acceptable to him which has been marked m 
W/l,W/2, WV3, aiid^4: R hasltefoittonfoiiii^ 
that he acoqpied the post of derk aoemding to his owi 
request and he lemaipadywtok in Odiii andhe waS 
reverted at dm post dmk. He raised no dyection an4 
he accepted the post dm desk. 

Tlmworlmmn hasi^ediigmBder. inhisiqmndmj, 
he has dmiied (eitain pmagT^is of dm written ttatenmnl 
and said dial dii^miBation was made widi him. SmnS 
pemms who lefiised promotton were reverted to ^wdal 
Assisteat whemashe was not te^vetted to ^mcial Assistant 
The workman hal written tet^dL 24-09-1990 in wl^ 
be has ac c ep t ed to be rpvBited to cterical cadre since it ijs 
his own admissum, dmt is the best pioff. It is no ground 
thm one or two persoim uneter tpedal dicumstancep 
were reverted to $pecial Aswatants* they mi^ not bawp 
admitted that thqr sfamild be revest^ to the dmk grade^ 

Heard arguments fimn both the sides and perused 
the documents on dm record! 

R was rotonitted t^m dm side d* the wmkman th^t 
discriiniiiatimi was made widi fite ^qdicant workman. 
CRm persmi was revmtod to l^mcial Assutant whereas diis 
weridnan Was referted to dm desk grade. Rwas sdbmiRed 
from dm side <ddm managemeik that he has himself 
adm^tod m his tetter mendoiied drove that he a^ned tp 
dm post ofdmdeik grade. If.dimeisdearcutadiiiissioh 
in wrido^ffiidmat dterotesto fosceindie reference. 

From dm side of the wmfcman my attendtm wa)s 
(bawn to M. f. 1979 LAB 1 U«l, Orissa 1986 LABI 
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1312, SC 1971 LABI 1114SC 1973 LABI 791 1974 
LABI 587 Sc 1972 LABI 1190. Fromthe side of the. 
management my attention was drawn to 1782 I.C 1381 
Orissa 1996 L. 1. C. 629 1986 L.I.C 1312 1974 L.I.C. 
587 1973 L.I.C 7911. I have gone thoroughly through 
these citations. Thei» citations are idevant and s^licable 
in the facts and circiiimstances of the present case. I have 
gone through the citations filed by the woikman also. The 
laws laid down by the Apex Court and the Hon'bte High 
Court are not applicable in the facts and circumstances of 
the case. 

The workman is not entitled to get any relief. The 
point referred to is leplied as thus:— 

The action of the management of Canara Bank, New 
Delhi in posting S hri V.K. Grover as Onfinaiy Clerk 
instead of Special Ajisistant on his reversion from Officer’s 
Grade w.e.f 13-2-1989 is legal and justified and the 
workman is not entitled to any relief a^ced for. 

R.N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
Rcml, 11 2004 

846.—1947 (1947 
^ 14)^ «imi7 % mm 

"ri. «n^*'3flo2/1996) ^ %, "ah 

-SFt 10-3-2004 ^ ■3T9T «IT I 

[■H. -^^-41012/114/92-311^.3111.(^-1)] 

3?^Pt gjMK, 

New Delhi, the 1th March, 2004 

S.O, 846.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (I. D. No. 2 of 
1996) of the Central Government Labour Court, Chennai 
now as shown in the Aimexure in the Industrial Dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Southern Railw^ and their workman, which was received 
by the Central Government on 10-03-2004. 

[No. L-41012/ n4/92-IR(B-D] 

AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. LABOUR 
COURT, CHENNAI 

PRESENT: 

Tliiru K Ramasiibramanian, B.Sc, B. L. 
Presiding Officer 

1 uesday thie 6th d^ of January, 2004 


Central GovemmMit Industrial 
Dispute No. 2 of 1996 

Between: 

Smt. Rant, 

eVO Thim S; B^ldbavitsahi. 

T.U. Official, 51, Muthamma Koil Street, 

Chennai23. 

AND 

The General Manage, (Law) 

Southern Railw^, Park Town, Chennai 3. 

AWARD 

This industrial di^mte has been referred to this court 
for adjudicati(m b(itwben the work wQ^^ Smt Rani and 
the management of the General Manager (Law), Southern 
Railway, Chennai, by Oie Govt, of India, hfinistry of 
Labour, by order No t 410l2/lI4/92-IR (B-I), dated 
54-1996 (m the fiffiewing issue :— 

"l^ether the at^bn of the mai^gement of 
Soi^i^ein Radv^, Madras, in ternunafing t^ 
services of Smt. Ran|, woman lUialasi fi'om 
31-5-1980 and declining to extend pay parity and 
her atlOndant benefits as per the Railway 
emplcyecn is just, proper and legal? 

2. The petitiem ayerments are :— The petitioner 
was working as wmhah Khalasi during the period fix>m 
1-1-59 to 31-5»I980fi#onder piddng anftash removal 
work in the k>oo shed; Basin Bridge, Mechanical 
DqKUtmeiU in Madias Divisum. the petitioii^ is a work 
woman under se^on 3 0 of ^ Rail\^ Act, 1890 and 
section 2(s) of the LI). Act. The workers who had 
performed similar nature of work at Trivdlore and 
Pomieri were paid monthly salary while tlw petitioner was 
terminated firbm service. The retrenchment was made 
without following section 25-N of the I.D Act. The 
recognised union prefermd representation before the 
General Manager, Southern Railway and the General 
Manager directed the Divisional Railway Manager, 
Madras Divirion to abend all the benefits as per the letter 
dated 16-11-1981. The service of the petitioner was 
retrenched due to the electrification of the Railway. The 
petitioner is entitled to get Rs, 1,45,870/- as per the 
statutory benefits. 

3. The counter averments arc:— Coal contractors 
were irtili:^ to remove the ashes. The petitioner was 
oite of the coolies engaged by one of the contractors. The 
petitioner was nm at employed by the respondent as 
khalari. The respondent has not issu^ any appointment 
letter. Thoe was no employer employee relationship 
betweoitbe petitioimr and the respondent. So. thepethion 
is liri^ to be dismiss. 

4. The point for conrideration is: 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Southern Railway, Madras, in terminating the 
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^ services of Smt. Rani, Woman Khalasi from 
31-5-1980 and declin^ the extend pay parity 
and her att endant b^efrts as per the Railway 
employees is just, proper and legal? 

5. The Pomt: On the side of the petitioner, the 
petitioner was examined as W. W. 1 and Exs. W1 to W. 8 
were marked. On the side of the respondent onePrithiviraj 
was examined as M.W.1 and no documents were marked. 

6. The petitioner contended that she was appointed 
as khalasi in the year 1959 and she was woiking from 
1-1-59 to 31-5-1980. 

7. The respondent contended that there is no 
relationship of employer and employee between the 
Petitioner and the respondent and ontythe coal contractors 
engaged people to remove the ash. 

8. The petitioner claims statutory benefits of 
Rs. 1,45,130/- The petition was filed under section 2/A 
of the I.D Act. The prayer of the petitioiier is against the 
pleadings. The petitioner contended that she was 
terminated from service. So, the pn^r should have been 
drafted as per section 2-A of the K.D Act. But here the 
prayer is for computation of benefits. So, the prayer must 
be in accordance with the ple adin g s . 

9. The petitioner had filed proof affidavit. In that 
also the petitioner had prayed for statutory benefits. It is 
not the evidence of tlie petitioner that she has to be 
reinstated. Perused Exs. W. 1 to W.8 These documents do 
not contain the nmne of the pedtioiier. Exs^. W. 7 and W. 8 
and the copies of petitions presented by the petitioner to 
the Central Conciliation Officer in Madras. The petitioner 

has not filed the order passed by the Labour Officer 

10. It is the case ofthe respondent that the petitioner 
was engaged to remove the ash only by the contractor. 
The petitioner has not at all denied it in her evidence. 
Th«e is no evidence to show that the petitioner was 
en 5 )loy©dby the respondent directly. There is lU) employer 
and employee relationship between the petitioner and the 
respondent. The petitioner has not at all established her 
case. Hence, the question of terminating the seivias of 

the petitioner by the management of Soutiicm Railway 
does not arise. I answer the point accordingly. 

11. In the result, an award is passed holdii^ that 
the petitioner is not entitled to any relief since she was 
not terminated by the management of Southern Railway 
and there is no relationship of employer and employee 
between the petitioner and the respondent. No ctwts. 

Dated at Chennai, this the 6th day of January, 2004. 
THIRU K. RAMASUBRAMANIAN, Presiding Officer 
LIST OF WITNESSES EXAMINED: 

For the work-woman For the Management 

WW.l-G. Rani M.W.l-Prithrviraj 


LIST OF EXHIBITS MARKED: 

(The documents marked are only xerox copies) 

For the work-woman: 

Ex. W. 1/ 8-5-57 — Railway Boards letter to the 

General Managers, All Indian 
Railw^s. 

Ex. W.2/ 4-7-57 — -do- 

Ex. W.3/ 21-9-81 — Letter from the Divisional 

Mechanical Engineer to the 
General Manager. 

Ex. W. 4/11-11-80 ~ Letter from the Southern 

Railway Employees Sangh tp 
the Chief Personnel Officer. 

Ex. W.5/13/16-11-81—Letter fimn the CPO to DRhfI(P) 

Ex. W. 6/11-8-81 — Letter from the Southern 

Railway Employees Sangh ti? 
the CPO. 

Ex.W.7 — 2. A petition filed before the 

Central Labour Cocilmtion 

Officer by the Petitioner. 

Ex. W8/18-01-94 —Rejoinder to the reply filed by 

the respondent. 

For the Management: 

—NIL— 

11 2004 

eFT.3ir, 847,—1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ «ira 17 

^- 21/ 2003) ^ jranfrin %, ^ 

11-3-2004 ^ JIPIT 1 

[U 1(^-40012/1/2003-3ttf.3m.(^j ■^)] 

New Delhi, the llth March, 2004 

SX). 847.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cmitial 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 
21/2003) ofthe Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court No. 1 Mumbai now as shown jn the 
Annexure in the Industrial Diq)mc between the emfiloyeK 
in relation to tpe management of B.S.N.L amf then 
woikman, which was received by tl» Centr^ Govei[nmcnt 
on 11-03-2004. ^ 

[No. L-40012/1/2003-IR(DU)1 

■ ■ I ■ 

KULDIP RAl VERMA, Desk Officer. 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO.l MUMBAI 
PRESENT : 

Shri Justice S.C! Pandey, Presiding Officer 

Reference No. CGIT- 21/2003 

PARTIES: Employfjrs in relation to the management 
ofB.S.N.L Telecom District, Goa 

AND 

Thirir Workmen 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Management : Mr. S. Namlkai, Adv. 

For the Workman Mr Nigalye, Adv. 

Maharashtra 

Mumbai dated the 27th day of Feb., 2004 

AWARD 

1. This njference is: made by the Central Government 
in exercise of its powers under clause (d) of sub section 1 
of and Sub-section 2-A of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes act 1 ‘j 47( the Act for short) for adjudicating iqx)n 
the industrial dispute between Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. 
(BSNL for short) Telecom District Goa, Panji and Sanjay 
Fathi Desai (workman for short). The terms of the 
1 eference as per schedule are as follows: 

“Whether the action of the management of 
BSNl., Goa in discontinuing the services of 
Shri. Sanjay Fattu Desai, Sweeper-cum- 
Waterman w.e.f 31-12-2001 after serving 
12 years is legal and justified? If not, to what 
relief the workman is entitled T 

2. The w orkman In his statement of claim stated 
that B.S.N.L took over the functions of the Department 
of telecommunication after it was constituted as a 
company. It succeeded to the Department of 
telecommunications as a successor in interest. The 
workman was employed iis a sweeper-cum-wateiman with 
the Telecommunication Department. His total duty hours 
were eight hours but he was part time Sweeper for four 
hours and part time water man for four hours. The 
workman submitted that he was orally appointed but the 
aforesaid facts were admitted in two letters dated 
07-02-1996 and 02-04-1996 (Exhibit Wl). The workman 
was working for sometimes for four hours and was paid 
on that basis in 1996. Tlie employment was continuous 
from 1989 in the Administrative Building at Panji Goa. 
As per circular dated 11-10-1979 a circular was issued 
for absorption of casual v^orkers who had worked for 240 
days or more ( Ex, W2) Another circular dated 7-6-90 
(Ex. W3) was issued. It was for the same nature. The 
workman submitted that lire was entitled to the benefits of 


the circulars. The workman demanded rights given by 
circulars by making a representation as per his letter dated 
28-11-96 to G. M. Telecom Goa (Exhibit W4) and letter 
dated 30-01-1996. The workman made another 
i^resentation dated 14-5-97 Exhibit W5. The workman 
did not receive any reply. The services of the workman 
were terminated orally with effect from 1-1-2002. It was 
claimed by the woikfl^ that them was violatiQn of section 
25F of the Act because his service were orally terminated 
without retrenchipent compensation. The workman 
claimed reinstatement with back wages and prayed 
acconhngfy. > 


3, In the written statement the BSNL adiniltod the 

fact of ihaking reference and that it was successor in 
interest of the Telecom Dqm. rf Central Govt. It was 
also stated that Choiq) C. and D category wl» opted to 
join BSNL were absorbed Ity it. It was daimed that the 
employment of the woikman on hourly hacia He was 
paid according to job d(me by him. fr was denied that 
workman was a peamanent anployee. The case of the 
BSNL was athat the wc^onUn was not a r^ular en^oyee 
and he was not covered by die drculars. The BSNL did 
not deny the allegation made in paragraid} 4 of the 
statement of claim to as per Ex Wl to woikman 
worked fiir 4 hours as Sweq>er and fmir hours as a water 
man. The feet that woriangn wmked from 15-8-1989 to 
31-12-2001 was not denied. Houwer, it w^ stated that 


to retrenchment. Becaose he was enqiloyed on hourly 
basis. He ^was not. a ca^ial employee. Ifc was not a 
tenmoraiy employee. His claim for absorption was ba d 
the termination of his services was in accordance with 
the law. 

The workman filed rejoindm*. He reiterated his 
claim. 

This tribunal framed the following issued. There 
are 6 issues framed on 28-7-2003. They are as fellows: 

(a) Whether the Saip^ Fattu Desai (woikman) was 
employed in the department of 
Telecommunication and thereafter with BSNL 
as part-time Sweeper for four hours and 
Waterman for four hours from 1989 till 
31-12-2001? 

(b) What was the status of wor kman during the 
period of his enn)loyment. 

(c) Whetherthe termination for his services amount 
to retrenchment ip violation of Section 25-F of 
the Industrial Disputes Act? 

(d) Whether the termination of services of the 
workman is m’r/q[/?e/e? 

(e) Whether the workman is entitled to relief of 
permanent absoiption? 
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(f) What awaid shofold be i>assed under facts-and 
ciiciiinstaiioes the case? 

6. The woilcijnan exa min ed himself. Ife 3 i;vas cross 
examined. Tt^ BSNL did not examine any witness. As 
per directions given by this tribunal the Sub Divisional 
Engineer B.S.N.L Shri S.A Krishna submitted the 
documents involved in the case. 

7. It appears that original copy of letters dated 
2-4-1996 that there is order on record that wodcman was 

appointed as part time sweeper and part time w aferman 
He was working as a sweqier for fowr hours and a 
waterman ftn four hoitfs. lbs poym^ was hourly. The 
letter M2 dated 7-2-96 is a certificate irffirming the fiict 
that workman as part time sweqier cum waterman from 
August 1989. The winkman stated the aforesaid foots in 
his affidavit. His cross exanunation did not bring out 
anything substantial against No. witness for BSNL was 
examined. 

8. In view of the aforesaid it is held that woikman 
was appointed as waterman-cum- sweeper and he worked 
continuously finm the year 1989 with the Tblecom Deptt. 
And thereaAer with BSNL after October 2000. The 
workman had worked for eight hours daity. He appears to 
be full time employee even though he was not treated as 
such. It is further held that the wotkman was trying to 
inqirove his status after receiving the circulars. No action 
was taken by the Central Govt. AswellasBSi^. Instead 
the workman's services were terminated orally on 
31-12-2001. The workman's services were terminated 
without notice and without payment of retreuchment 
conqiensation as provided by section 25 F of the Act. This 
tnlnmal does not accept the conteaitkm thm the termination 
of the services of the workman does not amount to 
retrenchment. There is no proof that workman was 
covered by section 200 (bb) of the Act. Firstly, there is 
no pleading that the woikman was raqiloyed ftn a term, 
The mode of psyment by itself does not determine the 
term of enqiloyment. There mu^ be pleading that the 
term was fixed or that thoe was cmitract according to 
which the woikman's services could be terminated. On 
the oth^ hand the continuoiis enqrfoyment of the woikman 
from 1989 without break shows that there was no such 
term. 

9. The conseqi^nce of the aforesaid discussion is 
that the workman's services were illegally terminated with 
effect from 31 -12-2001. He slmll be reinstated in service 
from 1-1-2002. He shall be entitled to the back wages 
from 1-1-2002 till he is reinstated, lile workman shall 
be treated as casual worker. This tribuiial further directs 
in exercise of its powers under section 11-A of the Act 
that the wotkman shall be absoibed as a workman in 
lowest rung of service and shall be paid foil eiiioluments 
ofthat post from date (^absorption (1^ Executive Director 
SCS Co-Op. Sodety Ltd vs. P.O Labour Court 2000 Lab 
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l.C 3898). The order absorption shall be w i t h i n 
90 days of the service of the cr^ of this awaid on BSl^ 
by tlus tribunal Thereshall be no ord^ as to costs. 'Ihe 
reference is accordingj^ answered in terms of paragraph 
9 of this award. 

S.C PANDEY, Presidiiig Offi^ 
^ 11 2004 

Wi;—1947 (i$47 

^ 14) ^ tmri7 

% int«m % 

^ OtfiW 4 

W (wu 66/96) t, ^ WihK 

^ 11-3-^2004 ^ 3ir?f «n I 

[^. 'R^-42012/85/96-«nt«Wt('^. %)] 

Islew Delhi, the 11th March, 2004 

S.O. 848,—In potsoance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Diqnite Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cenb^al 
Goveniment hereby publishes the award (Rrf. No. 66/96) 
of the Central Government Industrial TrSnmal/Lidxktr 
Court N 0.2 Dhanbad now as shown in the Annexureiin 
the Industrial Diqjule between the emjdcyeis in lelatibn 
to the management of Rajendra Memorial Rmeaith 
Institute of Medical Sciences fuid their woiknum, whijeh 
was received by the C^tral Government op 11-03-20^. 

[No. L-42O12/85/96-IR(D0)] 
KULDIP RAIVERMA, Desk Officer. 
ANNeXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRlAl^ TRIBUNAL NO,2 AT DHANBAl^ 

In the Matter of a refaence U/S. 10(1) (d) (rfthe ' 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

REFERENCE NO. 66 OF 1996 

PARTIES: Eiiq)l(^reTS in idatum to the managmmlnt 
of Rfgendia Memorial Research Instftujte 
of Medical Sciences, Patna. 

AND 

Their Workmen 

PRESENT: 

Shri B. Biswas, Presiding Officer. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Eiiq>loyers Shri H. Nath, Adv(x»tte' 

For the Woikman Shri B. N. Singh 

Authorised Represenfoti^ 
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State Bihar 

Industry Research Institute. 

Dated, the 24lh February, 2004 

AWARD 

By ord( 2 r No. L-^i2012/85/96-I.R. (D.U) dated, the 
30th May, 1996 the Central Government in the Ministry 
of Labour has, in exercise of the powers oonfiened by 
Clause (d) of Sub-section (1) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following diqrale for 
adjudication to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the action of the management Rajendia 
Memorial FLesearch Institute of Medical 
Sciences, Patna in denying of regularisatian of 
service of Shri Sita Ram Sah is legal and 
justified? If not, to what relief the workman is 
entitled to?”^ 

2. The case oftheconcemedwonanan according to 
the written statement submitted by him, in brief, is as 
follows: 

He submitted that he was employed as Animal 
House Attendant by Rijender Memorial Research Institute 
of Medical Science, Patna on temporary basis from 
20-5-88 to 1-4-89 oUl the basis of lettCT of appointment 
issued to him. During this period his wage was on daily- 
rate basis. He submitted that he remained in employment 
as Animal House Att<jndant continuously from 1-5-89 to 

15- 12-91 on ad-hoc basis on consolidated mofttiily salary. 
He submitted that hie worked under the immgement 
during this period continuously and put his attendmice 
for more than 240 days in a year. He alleged ^t the 
management without giving any notice or paying any 
compensation suddenly stopped from work on and from 

16- 12-91 illegally, airbitiarily and violating the principle 
of natural justice. Accordingly he requested the 
management to regularise his service, but the man^cment 
did not pay any heed to his request and for which he rai^ 
an industrial dispute for conciliation which ultiiriately 
resulted reference to this Tribunal. The concerned 
workman according ly submitted hiS prayer to pas§ award 
directing the management of Rajendra Medical Research 
Institute of Medical Science to regularise him with 
retrospective effect alongwith aU benefits. 

3. T he management, on the contrary, after ^ng 
written statement-cum-rejoinder have denied all the claims 
and allegations which the concerned workman asserted 
in his written stateraent. They submitted tiiat the instant 
reference case is not maintain^le in the eye of law as it is 
an individual dispute and in terms of See. 2A of the I.D 
Act, 1947 the same cannot be referred for adjudication. 
They submitted that the dispute relating to dismissal, 
discharge, termination and retrenchment of workman can 
be made industrial dispute under Section 2 A of the 


Tmtiisiriai Disputeff act, 1947. They submitted that the 
present dispute is arising out of demand of the concerned 
worianan, Sita Ram Sah for his icgularisation in the 
service of the Institute. The concOTied workman directly 

raised the present dispnfolfffoie the AL.C (C), Patna for 

his pomanent absorpticm and l]be psesent reference has 
beep tyade om his ihdividiial demand. According the 
present reference isbeyond the scope of adjudication by 
tins Tribunal. They ftrdier sulmaftted that Rajendra 
Memorial Resemohlnatihite of Medical Sciences, Patna 
is folly financed by the Central Government out of 
budgetory sanction in ftutiierance of carrying on its 
sovereign ftmetion of ouariag proper m escal resemch 
foresndicatiaBOfvaiioosdneaises. The Institute does not 
cany on biMiness or wmk of private party onpayment 
offund. focourseofcariymgonreseaichwodtthepriieote 

BK fiiUy treated and get free accommodation and 
fieediet. AU patfeifogu;^ and imnmnological tests are 
carried on free of cost. They disclosed that this Institi^ 
b ea r all expenses of the p^ents, rela ting to treatment in 

furtherance of carrying on research work on such diseases. 

They disclosed that tins Institute is exclusively banying 

on research woric on Kala-azarfiiUy on ^ fund aUotted 

to it by the Central Government and aU expenses of the 

Institute are made from the fund aUotted to it on the basis 

of budgetory sanction. In the course of carrying on 
research, the patients contracting Kala-azar arc admitted 
in this Institution and aU such patients are freely treated 
and they are juxiyided free bad ai^ free diet. Thus the 
Institute docs not derive any profit from running tiie 
histitiPebut it is woddng as apremier Institute for carrying 
on research work on Ktia-azar. 

They disclosed that the enqiloyces working in the 
Institute are aU Central Gov^nment eiiq)loyees and aU 
selections are made on all India basis. The recruitments 
are done as per the reemitment policy of the Central 
Government. There is no scope for enqiloying any person 
at the discretion of any officer of the Institute. The 
selection has to be made as per the rules of the Central 
Ctovemment by the Selection Committee. The scale of 
pay ofSfeteiit employees have been fixed on the basis of 
recommendation of the Central Pay Commission and aU 
terms and conditions of SCTvices of the employees are 
governed by the rules of the Central Government framed 
under the Constitution of India. They submitted that this 

Institute for aU intent and aU purposes is a permanent 
unit of I.CM.R, an automous bo^ directly under the 
Central Management and direction of the Central 
Government fulty finanted by the Central Government 
and is not an ‘Industry’ having any kind of business 
interest. Since it has no business intereri ^d not 
producing any goods to be sold in the maricet, if is not an 
‘Industry’. Ilie perso^;are not engaged for putting foeii 

labour m production of goods or manufacture of articles 

for public consun^oiL They disclosed that in the year 
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1988 some sdditioil to tlie Stteogch nf ammalg yag maH#» 
foe the purpose of carrying on research on animaia 'n> 
serve ^ attendant for the Animal House, the 
workman was engaged on daify>raied basis on 20>5^ 
on casoal basis as and when roq air ed. The management 
of the Institiile referred the matter to the j^ tf wn p riate 
authority for sanction of two extra hands to serve as 
atteauhoits for the Anirnai Honse vide tetter datwd 30-^9 
and as per the rules of the Central Qoveminent the 
competent authmty sanctioned two extra posts of 
Attendants for Animal Htiise vkte tetter 7-8-89. 
Earlier by tetter dated 31-5-89 management was dtieded 
to fill up back log vacancies reserved tor SC/ST. 
Accoidi^y, they reviewed the position of bade log 
vacancies <m 3-9-SK> mid a chart was inp^ared aocordhig 
to which back log vacancies existing from 31-3-SK) for 
Gioi^‘D’postswere4frH’SCand4toirST. Thmcweie 
only two posts avaiteMe m Group ‘D* sanctioned by 
aforesaid letter dated 7r«-»9. Therefiw, these two newly 
created posts were reserved for SC/ST. They rHgri<iyid 
that, two persems, namety, l^pendra Nath Upa(toyiQr and 
the concerned workman were working on ad-hK haatt 
When the af^roval for creation of two pennaamd posts 
of Attendants came for, it was decided to fill 1 ^ the above 
posts by persons belongiiig to SC/ST. Sri U.N. Upadhyi^r 
and the concerned workman could not be recruited on 
those posts as they were not eligible and didnotfhlfil the 
conditions for their recruitmeiit a gainat fhew. posts of 
Attendants. They disclosed that the Central Government 
has to cany on the constitutkmai cMigation with regard 
to rekivation and in that process (%rtain posts were kept 
reserved for persons belonging to SC/ST. After 
consideration of dififerent factors and evaluating the 
balance of convenience the two needy created posts of 
attendants were prescribed to be filled ep 1^ the prasoiK 
belonging to SC/ST. They further sidnnitted that tm 
enq>lpyees working on ad-hoc basis has no rigid to claim 
for his absorption on a post newb^ created mdesfi he fiitfHa 
all the cem^tions of eligibility for his selectioa The 
concerned workman was an ad-hoc employee 
intermittently employed for a three months at atime 
the clear stipulated conditicaito termuiate lus sovices as 
soon as the regular incumbent is pelted. 

In view of the condition of service ^licable to the 
concerned workman his service stood auto matically 
terminated after the ejqiiiy of stqnilated period moitioned 
in his appointment letter and for which he did not have 
aiw right to claim tor continuence of Us service on fcgidar 
post. As he did not possess the requisite digibility criteria 
for Us selection to the post of mi attendant after the same 
was newly created, he could not be sdected against that 
newly ctoated post. Acooidingfy, the concerned wenkman 
does not have any right to claim for Us regularis^fm in 
the Institatc and his demand is liaUe to be sommaiify 
rejected. 


PofaitttohcfieciM: 

4. ^Whether the action of the managew>^ of 


Puna in dinyUg ibgitiarisatiQn of service cf 
Ram Sah Had justified 7 If not to what relief the 
wodouaii is eatitfedtb r 

Fiudiug wiA reasoM: 

5. The coQcemod wmkman in order,to 
his claim ctamined himself as MW-1, while ^the 
mana ge me nt also in si^pport t^yinr claim examiited One 
witness as MW-1. 


the concerned Workman during his evit 
disposed that he worked under the manu^nesnt {i.e. 


Patna, as a DUfy-Hated Mazdoor \fiom 2^-5-jsS to 1 



hoc basis with salary of Rs. 500/- per montl^ as 
House Attendent. He disclosed that his ad-|| 
appointment was time to time enhanced ky me 
management and he worked tlmre iqrto 9-8-91. He 
admitted thu Us service was on stop-giq> basis. B^ery 
qnarteity nmn^gmnmu mted to stop Um from woiklftn 
tiuee da^ and thereUter they allowed Urn to Work for 
another quarter and in this way they allowed to continue 
Us work as ^umal House Atteadtnt on ad^iocbaaaiipto 
12-12-91. UcooiseofevidmoeofWW^l the appuintoteid 
letter issued by the management was marked as ^xt. 
W1 imd W-1/1. The cmtificale of work issued by tite 
m an ag e men t dated 1.4-9-90 was mariesd asExt. W-2. the 
working paiticidars of the concerned wodmian issBef by 
the management dming Us evidence was marked frxt 
W-3. The Office Order relating to exteation of his wbde 
from time to time was marked Ext W-4 series.anil^ 
temunatioa lett« dated 9-8-91 was marked Ext. W-5. 
This witness disdomd that af^ Us termraation filmn 
service he submitted representathm to tite mmmgnteBut 
fm his reinstatemflnt, the copy ei that lepfimeaimikxi 
during his evidence was mmked Ext W-d. He dLKteeed 
thu inspite of submitting lepresmuation ud also iusyite 
of Us woridng under the manageineait tor more tfaurl 
diys m a year the managnne^ (fid not amsider Us ] 

On the ccmtiaiy, MW-1 during hi«Hiyifwiii ij 
Rajendra Memorial Research InUUite of Medical Sc3e|noe 
is a permaitent Institute undm-tlte Govemmem of India, 
MiUstry Health and iive Minisfry of Hodto provide 
enttee ftmds tor rmumig of tois Isstfrute is ment ^ takteg 
up research woik on'KUa-azai*. Hxy Hated outdoof as 
v^asmdompiUBnts. UtitehidomrttiepmiBninftMpntteri 
to be patients of Kala-azar are admitted for tomjhm 
investigatioa and the patients a dmitted there teeeivwbee 
treatment. This witness further dstdosed that as ithe 
research Institute is not a business centre there tei no 
qdestim of accruing any ]»ofit therefrom. Ite ftirtlhfsr 
disclosed that ^qjjpoiiitmcBt of any person m the ^aid 
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Institute is done strictly as per Government of India roles. 
This witness submitted that in the year 1988 for 
maintenance of cattl (2 they required extra man power but 
as there was no extra man power onder the control of this 
Institute they engaged the concerned workman absohitety 
on daily-rated basis and he worked 10 to 15 days in a 
month as a daily-irated worker for the purpose of 
maintenance of cattle. Thereafter proposal was sent to 
the Ministry for creation of two Group ‘D’ posts as Animal 
House Attendants. Pending the approval from the 
Ministry for meeting i^) the exigency the Director called 
for the names of some persons from the &iq)Ioymeiit 
Exchange. Accordingly, the Employment Exchange 
forwarded the names of some persons including the 
concerned workman for ad-hoc appointment of Group ‘D’ 
staff. Thereafter thoite persons were interviewed and two 
persons including the concerned workman were app ointed 
on ad-hoc basis only for three months on a consolidated 
pay as Group ‘D’ porker for Animal Attendant. As the 
employment was on ad-hoc basis the services of the 
workmen were stoppisd for some d^s after completion of 
three months and thei eafter again he was appointed afresh 
on ad-hoc basis on same terms and conditions. The letters 
of ad-hoc appointment during his evidence were marked 
as Ext. M-1 series. During the year 1989-90 the Ministry 
senctioned two Group ‘D’ posts. The sanction order 
during his evidence was marked Ext. M-2. Thereafter 
they received direction from the Ministry to fill tq) the 
post through SC/ST men. The order of the Ministry to 
this effect was marked as Ext. M-3. He disclosed that 
during the year 1989 -90 Group ‘D’ $tajGrstrengthwas61. 
Out of the said post 15% was reserved for Scheduled Casts 
and 9% was reserved! for Scheduled Tibe. He disclosed 
that in the year 1981 t he said Research Institute was taken 
over by the Ministry, but prior to that it was under the 
Society and for which they did not follow the guideline 
relating to the appointment of SC/ST to fill up the post of 
Group ‘D’ staff according to percentage. The list of Group 
‘D’ workers including provision of SC and ST quota 
during his evidence was maiked Ext. M-4. The concerned 
workman was Animiff Attendant and at present there is 
no vacancy of the said post and for which his claim for 
regularisation as /Miimal Attendant could not be 
considered. 

Considering the evidence of MW-1 it is clear that 
the Institute in quesidon is a Government Organisation 
wherein medical research works are carried on mainly on 
'Kala-azar'. It is also clear that for research woik this 
Institute maintain ca ttles and for their locddng after the 
concerned workman was engaged after taking ^jproval 
from the appropriate authority by the Director of the said 
Research Centre absolutely on ah-hoc basis. The , 
concerned workman during his evidence admifted that 
his appointment was ;absolutety on ad-hoc basis. It fiuther 
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tran^r^ that he got ad-hoc appointment for the first 
time for a period of three months and therea^fter on stop¬ 
gap basis, till 12-12-1991. The document marked as Ext. 

W-3 shows clearty the total period of work done the 
concerned workman on ad-hoc basis as Group ‘D ’ worker 
withefiectftom2Q-5-1988to24-8-I991. Fromthisp^r 
it further tranqmes that the management paid daily wages 
at the rate of Rs. 15.80 per day to theconcernedworkinan 
for the period from 20-5-88 to 25-4-89 and thereafter they 
‘ paid consolidated amount of Rs. 630/- per month to him 
w.e.f. 28-4-89 to 24-^-91. Therefore, it is seen that the 
concerned workman wmked on ad-hoc basis vpio that > 

period and not iq>to 12-12-91 ii^chhasbeeil^ilaimedby 
the concerned workman. The omisacoordhiglylincs upon 
the concerned wmkman to e^ablish that he worioedmider ^ 

the management on ad-hoc basis as Group‘D’worker till 
that date. 1 find no hesitation to s^ that in course of 
hearing the concerned workman has failed to establish 
this claim that he wortced under the marmgemeiit till 
12-12-91. The oonteution of the concerned workman is 
that from M^, 1989 till he was stopped from his work he 
wmked fijf more than 240 days in each year. He alleged 
that the management illegally and arbitraiify without 
giving any notice stopped him from his work. I have 
carefully considered the working chart of the concerned 
workman issued by Administrative Officer of the said 
Research Institute, Ext. W-3. 

The learned Advocate for the management 
‘submitted that the question of giving notice to the 
concerned workman did not arise at all as he was not 
retrenched from his service. His {qypointment absohitdy 
was on ad-hoc basis and for a limited period and in each 
occasion the management issued fresh qrpointment. The 
learned Advocate further submitted that in case of 
employment in any Government Organisation ♦he 
employmern procedure is to be followed strictly and the 
audioriri^ concerned has no scope to provide eii:q>loyment 
to any work^violatiiig the enq)lp 3 mem roles. Thelearned 
Advocate further submitted that for Group ‘D’ post 
^rr^riate authority sanctioned two new posts but as in ^ 

Government Organisation SC/ST quota are maintained 
^ctly ffiose two posts created newly were ^sorbed frxnn 
SC7ST quota. MW-1 during his evidence clearly clarified 
tl]^ matter. Disclosing all these facts the learned Advocate 
for the management submitted that there was no scope on 
the part of the management to regularise the concerned 
worionan ,as Groiq) ‘D’ worker as there was no vacant 
post which can be filled up enq>loying him. Disclosing 
all these fricts it has been submitted by the learned 
Advocate for the management that as the Institute is a 
Research Institute and nota profitiary concern there was 
ito scope for plication of Industrial Disputes Act for 
application of Sec. 25-F with a view to regularise the 
concerned workman if it is taken into consideration that 
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the concerned workman was stopped from his work 
without giving any notice. In s!q)port of his claim learned 
Advocate for the management relied on the decision 
reported in 1997(4) SCC 392. In the said decision dieir 
Lordships of Hon'ble Apex Court observed that every 
dq)artment of the Govnnment cannot be treated to be 
industry. When the ^>pointments are regulated by the 
statutory rules, the concept of industry to that extent ^ands 
excluded. The petitioners were not appointed to the posts 
in accordance with the rulesbut were engaged on the basis 
of need of the work. They are temporary employees 
working on daily wages. Their disengagement firom 
service cannot be construed to be d retrenchnmt under 
the Industrial Dispute Act. concept of retrenchment 
therefore, cannot be stretched to such an ^ent as to cover 
these mqiloyees. Since the petitioners are onfydaify wages 
employees and have no right to the posts, their 
disengagement is not arbitrary. 

6. Here in the instant case there is no dispute to 
hold that the said Research Institute ^ a Government 
organisation strictfy maintains statutory rules by which 
appointment of every worker is regulated. The 
management of this Research Institute do not have any 
such right to give ^ipointment to any work violating this 
statutory rules and widiout prior approval of the authoriti^. 
This ad'hoc appointment of the concerned workman was 
also given after taking prior permission from the 
appropriate authority for a limited period from time to 
time. Thereafter his ad-hoc appointment for the limited 
period was not extended. As the Research Institute which 
is a Central Govt. Organisation can not violate statutory 
rules in the matter of employment there was no scq)e on 
their part to issue ai^ notice to the concerned workman 
and for which there is no scope to say at all that on the 
said ground such stoppage of work has been vitiated as 
per sec. 25-F of the Industnal Disputes Act. No doubt, 
learned Advocate for the concerned workman referred a 
decision reported in 1961 (I) LLJ-649. In the said decision 
their Lordships of the Honble Apex Court observed — 

“Where the Standing Orders applicable to the 
Company defines ‘permanent workman’ as one 
engaged in a permanent nature of work throughout 
the year who has completed his probationary period, 
and ‘temporary workman’ as one engaged in the 
work of a temporary and casual nature or to fill in a 
temporary need of extra hands on permanent or 
temporary jobs. 

Held, that the definition of permanent woikmen did 
not require that such workmen should be enq}loyed 
throughout the year. The work on which he is 
engaged sbouldbe of apermanent nature and should 
last throughout the year. The proper construction 
of the definition of ‘permanent workman’ is that he 
must be a workman engaged on a work of permanent 


nature when lasts throughout the year and who has 
completed his probationary period, if any, not being 
one engaged to fill in a tenmorary need of extra 
hands on pem^ent jobs.” 

This decision related to the Industrial Disputes Act. 
According to Section 2 (s) of the Industrial Disputes I Act 
workman means any person including an aimron|tice 
etrmloyed in any industry to do any manual, unskilled, 
skilled, technical, clerical or simervisory work for higher 
or reward, whether the terms of enq>loyment be erqr^sed 
or implied, and for the purposes of any proceeding under 
this Act in relation to industrial (tispute, includes any $uch 
person who has been dismissed, discharged or retrencthed 
in connection with, or as a consequence of that dispute, 
or whose dismissal, discharge or retrenchment has le|d to 
that dispute. Ifere in the instant case the Organisatiqnis 
a medical Research Institute where research woikSi are 
carried on and for the interest of that research nfork 
patients are admitted The Medical Research neither incur 
profit nor produce any goods for consunmtion. This act 
is an act (hffeient ftom the act of the industry. Therefore, 
the onus rests on the workman concerned to establish that 
this Medical Research Institute comes within the purview 
of the Industrial Disputes Act. In siq^ort of his claim the 
representative of the concerned workman referred to a 
decision in civil Appeal Nos. 1787-1792 of 1991. Ip the 
instant case the party was council of Scientific & Industiial 
Research as Appellant. Therefore, the Rules of SCIRiand 
the Rule of Medical Research Institute can not be equated 
on the same footing. In any circumstances there is no 
scope to s£y that this Medical Research Institute cap be 
cmisidered as an ‘ Industry ’ and the disputes arising thereof 
area to be adjudicated under the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. On the contrary, if the decision already referre|d to 
above i.e (1197) 4 Supreme Court Cases 39 is taken into 
consideration there is sufficient sccpe to say that ^ere 
wasno sccpe of issuance of notice u/s 25-F of the Indusjtrial 
Disputes Act. There is no scope to rely on the said decijsion 
referred to above that the concerned workman was 
retrenched from his service. It has been established by 
the managem ent that theN^)pointment of the concerned 
worianan was absotutefy on ad-hoc basis and absolptety 
for a limited period. Therefore, for such limited perirM of 
work on ad-hoc basis no claim accrues on the part of the 
concerned workman for his employment ignoring the 
statutory rules followed for appointment of workers. 
Accordingly, the concerned worianan is not entitled to 
any relief. 

7. In the result, the following award is rendered. 

, The action of the management of Rajepdra 
Memorial Research Institute of Medical Sciences, Flatna 
in denying of regularisation of service of Shri Sita |Iam 
Sah is justified. Accordingly, the concerned worianan is 
not entitled to any lelidT. 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Qfliicer. 
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an.. 849.—aMfW 1947 

(1947 ^ 14) ^ nm 17 

% ^‘ai^ Piift'3i«bf "3^ 

f3f^ afh£fl f^ l 4) aMfn^ 

3Tf^4^7m/?nT ■=^TFTTm, ^ y«h|fvid f, 

^ 11-3-2004 3jt'5ir<T!|an81TI 

['d 1^^-42012/68/97-an^.aTR(‘^t^] 

New Delhi, the 11th March, 2004 

S.O. 849,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award of the Industrial 
Tribunal Ajmer as shown in the Armexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Regional Institute of Education and their 
workmjui, which was ineceived by the Central Government 
on 11-3-2004. 

[No. L-42012/68/97-IR(DU)] 
h:ULDIP RAIVERMA, Desk Officer 

3R>r»r ^ l^r^TT^ 

3 . 4/93 -mm 


^2001 ^ 272 
1^. Hliqi^ anftf % - 5 ^ -51115];^ cf5l 

^ % arrgiTJr ^ 

iTFril ^ 3^ -RTifiiii aT 3 ?im^ -sprirfcin^ %■ 
§[««« 1%^ 811 1 i^tfjTPT 

aifM^ aft Tft.-^. -BFIT 5 RT ^-SfR 

%vin *iMni <ih<^ 3 ft 4> l 4q»0 ^q | 

% ■'IF «IT -ftp irff f^. 27-11-96 -ft 

% ’'It; 

'r>[<«u<{l ft ^ ^ 13R1: ^ 3nftftppr%^RT 

a - 5 ^ ^ f^mT#-i3/3 wm % 

aftwi^ W, ar^ ^ T jmiqijuy 

33[ifi3rt^ w t tT«?r fapqr 3imTt%3iT«ff ari^ft 

27-11-96 ^ % lit; ^ ^ Tpft ^ 

aidf^n ^ ai^MiPi^h f I ^ 

Wti w«»)K'ft#3%''1^^. ^-420l2/68/97/3TT^3TTO^ 
11-6-98 ^ m 3ir=ff lan qil T,qiq^ ^ fipqj 
^ tft 13nRnr 

af«ii4 ■ftrofti iiht -qn^ 1 ^ 

%<ai4i 'iii4b<?«!n8ffiTi^ a ii q>< 

■4 ti4l41 M'«It \ 


Ti:vT-42012/68/97-aTT^.aiR.(^,-^.)-f^. 11-6-98 
^ ^Tt ^ aft ^T<^<rlle 1 WPT 3 , 13 / 3 , 

Tri wr % 

"RriT 

fi^rr aiFF» 
r<;'il<^ 20-2-2004 

20-2-2004 'STsft ^ 3Rnri4-ft "ft;. 19-2-2004 

^ 'ft ap ^ 3ft 3nft '31^ 

ft;. 4-12-2003 

% ft ^sft % 3313 -ft ft;t3Fft«ftt3^ 

12-11-2003^11Tsff 3^^?t^%i^50/-3..T3^ 
^ aT3m ri3T 3T131lft Tjft 1^ 1 -10-03 3jt, 2-8-03 
2-5-03 (S-3-03, 30-1-03 3ft ('T3RT ^. tSp^'qt) (T3T 

6-9-02 ^ fti 3ITsft ft T|t;: % 3T3Pft % Wr W 3TI ^ 

^«ft ft 3if'^^S^Jlfftftz ^■4^'?r33'9^ft?T3)^%%T:r'5iP3* 
%ft ft I ft Iftv "^fti ft3-ftT3 313>ft«l Mcpri^ qjf 

3%^ -qr 3n7ftf ft 3!Tft ^ '5T-'riH3 wm ^ 
7^ft i ^ ^I^ft t^3t8^3^3ft ^<pftd 
3lf^ 3n ^ ^3?R3J3m ^ 3K wamn ft 1313% 


^'WL/- 

^ *«h«ii<n<t T^«T aftylPiq, -iti3iflj3,<u), 

ai'Jifti 

ftiwO, 12 3Tft, 2004 

'^. an. 850.—«rhftftT3r ftT 3 T^ arfsrfftnn, 1947 
(1947^ 14) ^ 3Rr 17 % at ft, 
%TR<ld5rftrft3^ftfftai^ a|ft'33ft>3iTfq5]^%«h3^ 31^3ft‘ 
Pii?5oiaftqlPi<,} ^<ft>i</ain ■5^1131^, 

w [ftt;ftfti 54 i 3 n^.^. 21 aim i996(#)] ^ 3 nf;i%?T 3 ntft 

ft, 'Sft fti-iOn w«hK ^11 -3-2004 l|an 3T ) 

[^, ^-41012/102/94-317^.ain. (ftt-I) ] 
'3T5I3 5)3TT, aTfti3>ift 
New Delhi, the 12th March, 2004 

S.O. 850.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), pfthc Central 
Government hereby publishes the award [I.D. No. 21 of 
1996 (C)] of the Central Government Labour Court, 
Emakulam now as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to management 
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of Southern Railway add their woridnan, which was 
receivedby the CentralGovemment <m 11-3-2004. 

[No. b410i2/102/94-IR^. 11 

AJAYKUMAR, DcskCaficer* 

ANKDQUHB 

IN the CE^^I11ALGOVI»N!^(HOTIABOI»C^^ 

eknakham 

(Labour Court, Emakulam) 

(Friday, th^ 28th d^ of FdJruaiy, 2003) 

Presedt: 

Sntt. N. TholasiBaLB.S., LLJ3., 

Presideiit CMBok. 

Indiutrial tHsinite No. 21 of 15196(C) 

Between 

1. The Executive Engineer (Cciiistniction),& 
Railway, Eniakulam-682 011 (2) The Senior Divisional 
Personnel Officer, Southern Railway, Trivafldfum. 
(No. 2 is impleaded as. per oeder m M.P. No. 19/98, 
datcd6-7-1998) / 

And 

The Goiecal Secretary, Sfarthem Railway Men's 
Union Prakash ^van. Railway Station Road, 
TripunittaQra-682 301. 

REPRESENTAlfONS: 

Sri. M.C. Chcfian, 

Standing Counsel for Railways, 

Annilia Street,. 

Kochi-18. . - For Managements 

Sri. C.S. .^ithPrakash, 

Advocate, 402, Inq|)erial 
Flower Junction, T.D. Road, 

Kochi-35. 

AWARD 

This reference was madcl^ die C«tfialGlov«nuncot 

as per tetter No. L41012/102/94-IR(B.I) dated 3-9-%. The 
dispute is between the rnanagement of Souther RailwsQr 
and their workman Sri. U.L. Sasi, The dispute referred is 1 

"Wether the action of the nwnagemeia of Executive 
Engineer (Const.), Southern Railway, Emakidain in 
terminating the services of Shri U.L. Sasi, is legal 
and justified? If not, to what rcKrf the wotiunan 
conenned is entitled?" \ \ ' 

Jn the reference the management is repfesented by 
the ExecutiveEiigineer (Coiistnictkm), SoutherhRailwi^^ 
P makiiiam and tile workuMuiis I'^iesentedby the Qeueial 
Secretary, Southern Railway Men's Union, Tripunithut^ 




on^leyediallKRafl^CQiitin^^ I2-6-1 
6-8-1981 w^ some aitifio^ break fod he was < 

er^loymeiit w e.f. 7-8-1981 without conqilyink the 

foTHi^ttesofthe Tikhwtrial The 

was oditied to get tenqKoaiy status on con^leti^ of 
contipioiis scfvtce of 120 days as per tiie pipidsibi^in 
tire Railway Establishment MiimaL The wOrkma^^o 
a^pfired .ttti^poarary status camiot be ^a^Wgedj &om 
sendee witi&wt grvmg notice, /nie 
r^nth casual labour sendee card shoi^ 'we detipls of 
s^vke duly antheutiesM ^ a respon^lO<tifio« rfthe 
Railway. It is evid^fioin^ casual Isbour service cart 
that the woiknuuMas discharged finun service <ia the 

gmmid tiyrt he waMbnad medically unfit in Blcaisgoiy, 
when sidyectedto medical exambationfertite imil ore of 
legidatuation in the Railway. Tbcj^ifP/t ali^ wu not 

GQaanatealedtothewoikiiian.Tli6^k84)Bl8iedioiiBdiGal 
classification at tim tune of medteal exaniinitkin in 
Baily sy a casual ItibuMICl Wj^CnfiMUSlunift 

in afatTgr**y cousidefed fer a calcgiwg(. ^ludi 

medipal rlaiwifiratiiTT* ahm** tijiie haw 
been violitied by the mreiagerecnt fei the care pf the 
wotionan. The manageiuent Jiad eagiiged a^ny pasoal 
lahrmrers were found medkaify Unfit aod.vdi) were 

j fMMflir tothe worigaarL ItBCvidertflomtiiecreodMbOQr 
sernce cred of the woilanan tiuti he was continiio^b^ 
wotiked for more than 120 days in the open lini^ (hat is 
under tiie Permaneiit Wsy Inspocto^ Sprehere^ofe"^* 
The widfinan had worked 317 davs iHiderlfaeiijM 
thereby the provisions section 25F of the 
Dispmes Act had to be foUowod before hrei 


the raanagenient has violated the provhtions 
25Haf the Tndiistrifll Dilutes Act O msite mg 



as illegal smd to dire ct the mana|renre»t to 
woiltt^ wifo rentinnity of service and fiitt 

4. ftled a writtwtobiocthm'ire^tBgtiiB 

feBowiiig contentionsTlwEMCOttvcfinpiiOBr'^iohBS 
lteaiinq>]eadedasiD8iiagenKntia1hel.D. hasno^tiiigto 
4 ^whh t hft tf™™*fo n°fihewBAnBUi concerned At the 


loreerter. ^ un j ti l fniam 
who was a senfor sifooid^are fo tiie bpre ttnekdng of 
nnlway and tiire tiw em^oyer of ^ ciaireaic rere the 

Divisional PersOxmel Officre, Southwn Ri^nay, 
ttivstidtmn Sbthe I.D. as agatnsttheEajcutiveBhli^neer 
is ^ nteitttMBifote and Sustauiabte ^ law atidis fiflWefo 
^tiisBtissedon^ groiail There are niaii|)i two ^mr 
^fotiteRaiife that te Goosttuetton^/tea andOpen 
vtiiteWare uaier separate (itef riigiiu^ It is 
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evident from the casual labour card produced by the 
woikman that at the time of the alleged temunation of this 
service he under Permanern faspector, E makulam 

who is a senior subordinate i^er the open line 
Engineering Wing. Actualty there is no factuti basis and 
justification for the present IndusttisS Di^te. The 
workman though initially engaged in the Construction 
Wing on 12-6-75, he was settled on 8-3-76. Thou^ he^ 
actually settled on 5-2-1976 he had to be continued xap to 
8-3-76 due to a court order and he was dischaiged when 
the court order has tieen vacated. Thereafter he nevor 
worked in the construction wing. But he joined as a fresh 
casual labourer in the Open Line wing under the permanent 
Way Inspector, Kottaiyam w.e.f. 21-7-1977. There he 
worked for less than 6 months and was settled on 
3-1^ 1 $78. Thereafter he was again eng^ed on 21-2-80 and 
was discharged from service w.e.f. 7-8-81 due to medical 
unfitness. At that time he was working under Permanent 
Way Inspector, Emakulam. The wodonan has not made 
any complaint or rt^resentation against the above 
termination but nearly after 15 years he has frfkeii steps 
for raising the above ][.D. challenging the termination by 
impleading a wrong person as the management. The 
impleadment of the wrong pprson is a deliberate and 
dishonest attempt to ^iviod a proper cemtest and to get a 
favourable verdict. Thus the l.D. is liable to be dismissed 
in limini due to inordinate delay, latches and lases. It is a 
stale claim. The workman was never considered for 
regularisation or absorption in regular service. Normally 
the trun of an Engineering Casual labourer for 
regularisation will cc»me only after atleast 10 years of 
service. The medical examination in question for which 
the workman was sent was the inirial medical examination 
to be done at the time cf initial engagement The woikman 
happened to be initially engaged without complying the 
formality of undergoing such medical examination. That 
aspect was noticed by tlie time he was eligible fortenqxiraiy 
status. Accordingly he: was sent for medical examination. 
This was to ascertain whether he was medically fit for 
engagement as a casual labourer. The workman was 
certified to be unfit in B1 medical category which is 
essential for all Engineering Casual labourers and such 
Group D employees. Thus it is dear tiug the workman was 
not at all eUgible for iititial engagement as a casual labourer 
in the Engineering Department. That is why he was 
discharged from servio: on the ground of med iga j 
The provisions for alternate ^ipointment for employees 
who become medically unfit as included in Chapter ^pCVI 
of the Railway Establishment Manual are meant for 
safeguarding the interest of regular railway em^oyeeswho 
become medically unift mainly due to long service in 
Railway of due to the nature of the anknis j(fo undertaken 
by them. The Circular leferred in the claim petition is not at 
all applicable to the c!ise of the workman. The workman 
has not made any request for aiqr le-medical deamination, 
absorption in posts requiring lower medical fitness etc. 


The decision of the Central Admirtistrative Tribunal and 
award oftlus Court in I.D. 12/91 (Central) etc. referredin 
the c laim petition have ifo bearing in the presmit case as 
the workt^ in the present case is not equally located 
with the persons indtided in those cases. Whether legal 
formalities were conqilied with before the termination of 
the workman cannot be^^Hcertained as the concerned 
lecoids are not tracip^^ to lapse of long period. The 
workman is not any relief as per the 

reference and so the nutiiageinefo prays for disntissal of 
the reference. 

5. Ba^g (in life contentioai^^taised in the written 
statement filed by the Executive Bhj^neer, Construction, 
Southern Railway who was included as the management, 
the SeriimDtvisiaiialPaiQniKlOfffeer, Southern Riulw^, 
Trivandrum was. impleaded as additional second 
iiianagememat theiii|tance (tf tl^ workman as per M.P. 
19/98. A rejoin^ waialsb filed by the workman on the 
date of filing tire imideadmg petition transversiBg the 
oonlentions rai^inlbe writtqi statement filed by bitginal 
management imd reiljerating the clainiis in the claim 
sutement. 

6. The additimud seooi^ re^ttdent on receipt of 
notice froinJhis court appeared through the very same 
counsel ^qiearingfor the management and filled a written 
objection stating as follows :—^The impleadment of 
addttional second managemmit in inconsistent and 
bejrond the scope oAhe referee order wherein the 
leg^dity of the action of the Executive Engineer has been 
specifically referred for adjudicatiotL The inq)leadment 
itself will establish the Uu:k ofbonafides in the c laims raised 
by the workman, by the inq)leadment the very nature and 
scope of the reference (»der are altered which affects the 
very jurisdiction of this court. Apart from the above the 
ad^onal second respondent also adopts contentions 
raised by original management in its written stat^ent. 

7. For the p^pose of tins case evidence adduced 
from both sida vtiiich consists of the testimony of the 
worknmnasI^landExts. W1 toW7andMl. Nooral 
evidence was adduced by the Management 

. 8. Thus the points arise for determination are: 

(1) Whether the r^Brence is maintainable? 

(2) Whether ftie action of the management of 
Executive Engineer (Construction), Southern Railway, 
Ernakiilam infermin^ng the service of Sri. U.L. Sasi is 
legal (md justified? 

(3) What if any are the reliefs the workman is 
entitled to? 

9. Points; Admittedly Sri. U.L. Sasi, the workman 
involved in the present case was working as casual 
labourer in the Open Line of Southeni Railway fimn 
12-6-1975 to 7-8* 1981 wtih intmmitant bre^ and he was 
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terminated on 7-8-1981 due to nwdical unfitness. At the 
time of his temunation he was woddi^ under the Perattnent 
Way Inspector, Ernakulam and at that time he was 
coiitinuouslyengagedfinm21-2-1980 to 7-8-1981 aienot 
disputed. It is true that after termination on 7-8-1981 the 
workman has chosen to challenge the same by .filing 
complaint only in 1994. In the written statement filed 1^ 
the management it is contended that the I.D. is not 
maintanable since it is a stele claim thattoo by in^leadtng 
a wrong person as management. 

10. As regards the contention of inqileadment of 
wrong person in the party array it has to be noted that in 
the reference the management is Southern Railway and 
the Executive Engineer (Construction), Southern R^way, 
Ernakulam is impleaded to represent the actual 
management. In the written statement filed by the 
Executive Engineer he has rused all conteniioiis which 
have to be raised by the Southern Railway and so it cannot 
be found that the workman had impleaded a wrong person 
as the management, hhneover in view ofthe contention 
raised by the Executive Engineer (cpnsfiuction) who was 
shown as the person to represem the management fhf> 
Senior Divisional Persoimel Officer, Southern Railway, 
Trivandrum was impleaded as aAftional management 
adopted the contentions raised by the Executive P.ngineeT 
(Coiistruction)whowasalreadyinthepartyarFay. Sothe 
contention raised by the management that the reference is 
made by impleading a wrong person in the party array 
cannot be accepted. 

11. While considering the contention of the 
management that the reference is based on a stale claim 
it is noticeable that the Central Government decU^d to 
refer the dispute as per the petition filed by the workman 
which was challc^ed by the workman by filing O.P. 20078/ 
95 before the Hon1>le High Court and as per the judgment 
in the O.P. the Central Government was directed te pass 
fresh order with regard to the dispute raised by the 
workman as accordingly the present dispute was r^erred 
for adjudication. As it is evident from the written 
statement filed by the management that doounents are 
available in respect ofthe engagement of the workman 
as necessaiy details are given in the claim statement filed 
by the workman and necessaiy dociunteits are given in 
the claim statemeiU filed by the worieman and necessaiy 
documents are produced to suf^rt the claim it cannot 
be found that the claim of tl» workman is a stale one 
which affects the maintaimd)iUri^bf the reference. Thus 
it can be found that the contentions raised by the 
management r^arding the maintainability ofthe reference 
are not sustainable thereby it can be found that the 
reference is maintainable. 

12. Then next question to be determined is that 
whether the present worieman is entitled to get any relief 
from the opposite party as per the reference. As referred 
earlier it is mot disputed that the workman was working as 



to 7-8-1981 with intcnnileiit tecaks. Exts. Wl(a) «ndt¥l 
are. the casual labour service caids seemto be^ isa^hy 


Photocopy of the above doenmeiifs were pfodacedilty 
the wtnkman akmg with the cla^ stotteiieat. Tlto^^ 
was conteiidedui paeM of fito wi^left eb^ectknffl^by 


card as regaids toe eafiies itoer2-9-1980 ate Mbfinti 
put to strict proof by toe OMmm, wtoea the oriii 
dn cu Mcate w erepiod^ aidBaariced as Wl(a)i 

W1 toere was no objectitm feeto themaBafemeBt s 
aboutthe aufiienticity. Moreover, Ext: W1 and Wl^k) 


toe Sot^raRjulw^midtoeycaiibeaoceBtedasp 
torcN^ the evidence of WWl. Ptorther w antliee 
oftoe docummis is Bof tosputed as per staieiaeait in 



casusl labouftf'at the first isstanoe under file oonabtio 
wmgftoiB4E2*^lS175 to 8-3-1976 and fine af^ in file c 
hae wing film 21«7-I977 to 7-8-198! with 
lucaks. R fiproved toro^ExL W1 toarfiie wmki 
was wodetig as a casual lahiorer in tfie djpiin Ihie n 
wifiMmt aaybsfsak fifum 21-2-1980 to 7^-81 ^ whidl ( 


engined as casual lahouiBr m open line is i^tolett l to 
ten^ienuy status on oMqfietton of 4 nwiitoi VcoiifiiinU 
service fiwas'the dXte Of Ms -aiiodintiiiewf Ttma h t* 


of medicaluB^Qess. Itis true that the wOrinnaB It iyt 


status. In file present cash it appears the 


found as medically unfit. Thus it is cfltr that i 
numage uhfcdt was negfigeitt in sendmg fiie wtokmani 
ntodicid examination at file propor tune and to gi 
teiitoonuy status accortongty. Hie incXtiad uaflhu 
appeau^to be in daine Bl . Em. W2 dicular iNb. 3/19 
issued by the Ratlw^ Board itoheates thit the 'disk 


regular a pptoBfi i i Mit she^-be a 


Ext W2fiiaHflifiiifi labeiirefisfeundnietocmtyu^^ 
a particular category he should be beltoidei^ 
alternative category requiring a lower n^ttell 
classification. There u^e iBStancer wheife^ 
laboiRrs toiiitoiBedlcafiy tafih tt BI dause of niOdl^ 
examination were given alfeiBale e^ojoneBt iii ofiir 


W3 is the copy ^jur^eroeiit iBO.A. No. 13/92 filed by 
one P.B. Pxvitormi against the Soutoem Rulw^. As pir 
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the Ext. W3 the learned AdministratiYe Tribunal had 
directed the Southemi Rail'n^to consideF the case of the 
applicant therein and to tie apporpriate action by 
considering him for a category of lower medical 
classification. Ext. W4 is the copy of the award passed by 
this court in I.D. 12/91(C) in uduch Southon Railw^ was 
the management Sri. T.T. lype was the workman. The fiicts 
and circumstances in the case referred in Ext. W4 are 
identical to the facts and circumstances to the present 
case. As per Ext. W4 this court found that the action of 
the management of Southern Railw^ in terminating the 
services of the workman Sri. T.T. lype as a casual labourer 
is unjustified and the management was diiected to rehutate 
the workman concerned with continuity of service and 
with 50% of the bacikwages. The above passed by this 
court was challenged by the management before the 
Hon’ble High Court h\r filing O.P. No. 13336/1995-K. The 
Hon’ble High Court as per judgment dated 19-8-1995 
dismissed tlie O.P. by confirming Ext. W4. Ext. W6 is the 
copy of judgment in tiie above O.P. It is evident form Ext. 
W7 reply dated 15-2-1994 issued from the office of the 
Executive Engineer (Construction,) Einakulam to the 
complaint filed by tlie workmmi before the Assistant 
Labour Conunissioner (Central), Kochi that as per the 
directions of the Hon’ble Siqneme Court m bidirpalYadav’s 
case there is separate seniority list of project casual laboins 
are maintained based on those who were in service on or 
after 1-1-1981 and those who were retrenched for wmxt of 
work etc. prior to 1-1-1981, The persons included in the 
second seniority list vdll be taken only when the persons 
in the first seniority lis;t are exhausted and the workman’s 
case will be considered in his turn if he had lepstaed his 
name for inclusion in the second seniodty list at 
time as per the notification enclosed. Ext. Ml is to 

be the copy of list olf casual labourers en^janeUed for 
appointment as tempor ary gangman (Groiqi-D) which does 
not include the name of the workman. It is evident from 
Ext. Ml and W7 that the present workman is not person 
who comes within the categories referred therein dnee he 
was a casual labourer in the open line who had a 
continuous .service of more than 4 months required f(»: 
conferring temporary status. Thus on going through Exts. 
Wl. Wl(a), W2, W3,W4 and W6 and the oral evidence of 
the workman as WWl it can be found that the termination 
of the workman here in by the management on the ground 
of medical unfitness u^hen conferring tenaqawaiy status is 
not legal and justifiable thereby he is entitied to be 
reinstated in service. Ifeshoitid be givmitaiipoiaiy status 
and regular appointment in the same category or in an 
alternative category iin accordance with the necessary 
medical examinatipn. (ikmsideiing the dd^ in taking actimi 
by the workman he is not entitled to get any badnvages. 
points are answered accordingfy. 

In the result, an award is passed finding that the 
action of the mangement of Southern Railway in 
terminating the service of Sri; U. L Sasi, the workman 
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concerned, as casual laboi^ is not legal and not 
ju8tified.The management is directed to reinstate the 
workmen with continuity of service but without 
buikwagM. He will be ]novided tempcnaiy status and 

regular aty o i ntm e nt on tiheMme category Of in maltemate 
cahagwv in accordance wsMtthemedical examinfliinm 

This award will take effect one month ator its 
pdiUcalion in ^ QflSi^ Gaa^. 

Dictated to the Confi dential trffuiyfihed 

andtypedontbyher,CQnrectedl7meand passedthisthe 
28th ^(tfFdnnaiy, 2003. 

Emaindam 

N. IHULASIBAl, Presiding Officer 
A|]pctidfai 

Witwm exangtaed on titodde of ^ worlonai: 

WWl SriUL.S^ 

ExIiflUtoniartiedontiHddcof tiK nianagn^ 

^to copy empanel of casual labourers. 

Ediibitoiiuudted on te dded workman: 

Ext Wl. Cnmal Labour Service issued by the 
ManagemeiitkitlinwGfkBEianU. L. Sa-q 

EktWl(a) Cas^ Labour Service Card in the luune of 
Sri. IJ.L. Sasi. 

ExtW2. P.A.MCiicularNo.3/72. ' 

ExtW3. fudgia^ in O.A. No. 13/92 in the Central 
AdminiBbrative Ttiwnal Biialailam Bench. 

Ext W4. Photo Copy of award in ID. 12/91(G) by this 

Comt 

Ext W5. Podal Ajdmowledgement card. 

Ext W5(a) Another Pod admowledgemem card. 

Ext W6 Photo copy of Judgement in O.P. No. 13376/ 

95 of the Hon’ble High Court. 

ExtW7 Letter issued by Executive Engineer 
(Construction) Emaknlam tothe Asstt. Labour 

C fwnmW fBIfinfr PmalnilaTri 

2004 

an. 851.—aihfrfw “Pm atWm, 1947 
(1947 ag 14 ) uro 17% W«8H 

vaw t(TPn®i afti 

a>4a> i ty atffr ^ ^ 

10/98) ^ inrafrRT wrofi t, # %5?{W ^ 11 -3-2004 

[u i?i?r-i20i2/69/i997-3n^.aiR. (4t-l) ] 
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New Delhi, the 12th March, 2004 

S.O. 851.—In pursoance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Ontral 
Government hereby publishes the award (l.D. No. 10/98) 
of the Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court, Ajmer now as 
shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between 
the employers in relation to the managemmt ofBhilwara 
Ajmer Kshetriya Giamin Bank and their woikmaii, which 
was received the Central Govemmmit on 11-03-2004. 

[No. L-12012/69/97-IR(B. 1)] 

AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

(THWilPf) 

0/98 

T^-12012/69/97/3n^ StTV 
1) 4-j3“98 

f5*+io ^<9<11 33 "^hKIi— 

^ shAk (<w*«n4) 

▼IW 

?rT^ (3Tei^) ... ^yi«n'i«i 

TI^, Tn4 ^ 

MFfa, ^I 

ftplT^; 9-12-2003 

qr % ^ f«n#T«r SRJ in*lf 1lFm ^ 21-2-94 ^ 

mA qiT % ? 

fl?. 23-3-98 ^ ^Fqi qi l % »rRT qwiw % 

18-9-98 ^ qr q^ % wq*N ^ 3n*ff % tjqq!? 

3-6-2000 ^ ^ ftBqr qr qqr % 

3TfqqqqT% 19-5-01 ^ *1) i ftynD'Ki ^ 

ziqiq^ qsT 20-12-01 q»t ^ ftiqr w qr iwr 

25-i-02q5tTnqfqar%'qri^1^^*fri 

qq]^ qjT 8W'tt4wi 27-3-2002 ^ % 'gqn qr 

qqr ^ Tn«lf qqr % ^ ^ ^ 24-9-02, 

12-3-03 qqi 28-5-03 qrt I 


l^ro^Wq^'iiRiRqti ¥m y4§q 

“Rq? qil 4)8 W1 ^%qTC 41^dK8^ ^ 500/- V. m 

19-7-03 q»l qpi 

qn% q^Biqr qqif q^ q»^ ^ ifr • 5 ^ ftpi 


qfTO[^qitq*fl«ft'fe i8-9-03^3iqRq'^fMwqqrWi 
^ 1 ’^iqRW % dl^lliq qfsirtf "W^ 3rirft 
4 ftRr ftifiiq qwm ift 25-9-2003 ^ ^ ^qr 

qrqJrqqiq^fr^Tnfiwti 1^r?#qq%^qiqim%3i3^ 

'ft 'sHH’fl *Dfbiq> ^1 Rufbifl 4^.ft5qi% 1 


"ft w qft qfft “ft iroif qq. 1 

qq 6 qqt ftroftqq "^-i ^piiqq'^“ 3 3iq^ 

qruft'nftti 

qT«ff q5T ^rq t ftnqftqq % q^T 1 - 3 - 9 ^ “ft 

21 - 2-94 qq» ^MIOK 240 ^ qrf^ qqq WP q^ Nft 

3Rqfq ft ^ ftpqt qr,' 5 ^% qrq^ qro 25 qn^ 1^ 

i947%q!qqrftqft3!qft^'^ift'5i?ftrwftqqft 21-2-94 ft 
qft qiftqrf^ qq ft ftqr ft ^qjq q»^ ■ftqu 


3n*ft ft qnft q#? % qqftq ft 1q^ qftift ^ qnft’fq 
teit :— 


1 . 1999(2) T^5T qft Ttq. 592 filfRnW 

q^ftq/qftqqqrm anf^ tct qqftq ft* qpiftq ^ 

'sqrqim ft 240%ftqfqw aqqR qq qf^ 

ftqr q^T^ ftr qq. -qiqwiq qq anftq qfw W \ 

2 . 1999(2) iiq. i78 RiqqH Rl9/^ 

qq. wqqJl^ft 'ft240'R5q%ftqiq5w%anq^qq 

qfttqt qq qqiR qqft qraf “5*^ ftqi ft qsqq 

ftft ^ auftq MHftq *qtqiwq ft ftjqi qi 1 * 


3. 2002(3) fth^qftqq. ii 5 qft 23 ft 9 ?qiq./qftqfqlqft 

aqf^ qq qqlk ft ftt qm 25T^9n?^ 25# ani.^. 
t^qe 1947 qft arqft^qqftfftqw qft ftft qnftfjr^ 
qfftq> # qro?" qi^ ft 240% ftqww % aijqR 
qr ftqr ft qwm ftBqr qr 1 

4. 2000(84) i(95^qsiR'fftr 410 "^qqlk ft qf|qq 

■ftuqr'nqt qr ftF qft ftqt ^ # 
‘3fftwftqq#qirr2(oo)(##) iW 

•qii TsiTH ft q%qu 

5. 2000(84) 

T^qrft^/ftqqq’^qrr anfij. ■?rtq#rftqiqftqqft^ 
’qTqwqft24o f^%ftqi<6i^qsr^irqftft^ft^pw> 
qft qRT 25 1947 %^5^!qq q>t wft 

qiqr qr qqr qfqq> # qqw qfiTTiq ftq> ftftq % ftiq 
ft ftqr ft "jq: q^m Iftjqr qr I 

T# Wqq ft ^q w q#ft ft qf% ftraraf qq 
yurrq #fft 1 
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10.2 % 
1-3-93^ 21-2-94 T!q><HM I tlKr<<HI M 
% 240 tort I % 10.3 ■^‘■3^1% t^RT 

25T^ ^ 1947 ^ ter 

11 % 3^ % cFTTT 15T-q^ %3n«ff 

^ -%ft^ ^ ^ ■5«n^ ^ 

■^* ^ ^q^<H<=h<n f «rRr 25'^ % upwr 
¥^<"1 f ^ 3TSIT«lf U 2?Rrif3# 

l^rqr‘T^ t 3 ^ 11 

^ PcKani f f% «J7 % 10.2 ^ SIFftwf % I 

3%'5TqR'^ff^rarRI%1^^^3ift^ 
WTtf% 2-4-93 ^21-2-94 ^3T^'^‘lIT«if%aiT5n«ff^. 2 

qr 35R ^ ch^'^lO 

Tf^ ^niK ^ «1T 115 ^ ^ -q^ ^ 

^RtficT WT‘4t^^ fOT‘3n^cTt^ 2-4-93 ^21-2-94 

% ^ 265 1^ ^ 3PTT fi l (1 -STrar t, % 

% f^3f ■qft ^?IT 'sft^ -511^ ^ 

Pjq ■qr ■’1^ 326 11 ^ iRiR ^ 

% ^ ^ TRipJRt ^-aTraT 1^ 

'^i3T^^'^ qTsff%f^^%-q^240l^'^3^ 

wrw 3TFTT^ cT^ ^r?r ^ ^ ) %• 

'^' ^i"'*-} f^.'qi SIT I 

^ WTT t f% ^ ^ Pt’SFM 

(<)TqT^3^ ^TRb^< gTfq)gT^T ^riT4) ) 

1988 13^^73#? 

M 4 TI ^ ^3n<Hr3^^ 

'qrsfqr <Tt^5’f 

■qft^'q qi%3 3 ^^ ^ ^ Prtr '*tpi^ ^ ^ trjr 

Hq^ipMn 3JTrqT'5n^^t 1^3^ 21-2-94 

feqr^^nj^T'SRTRfBr^TTTJi g|<| 4^\m ^Ni-q^-qRfwTr^ 
^^qrqtf I 

3>T •q^ cR^ f % 3 :^ 12 ^ %-jfisjf ^ ^ 

(ft Pt^ f^f 3-^qr^T flR^n 13T3: 3^ ^Tf[ 1^ 

■5n%. ^ ^ITT^ t qqf^F fqq^ 3. 2 ^ qft pT^ 31 

1 ^33133^'^ ^utqK tl 
fq3^^ 35T-qq? 3% 3^ t fqr fqr 3?it3 3>t 3ftMI3T 
3^ 3331%qs^fT^Tsff 9rf3373ft'qft3T3T'^3^3TT(nt l^q?33 
•^’ 3Tr3f qa^1985 3TT7 T^ 3qR 365 ^d-4</<N. 7P33?t 

3^ qq '?3T?n ^ ^ (T% f^ 33T t % qj^fqrfqqf ^ 

*iM'i)'H Tr5r^i33^ -HiMidM % ’3ft?ilfi|«6 fqqi^ qrfq. 194733 
3n3 3TT3T 3f^ 3131f f 115 ^ ■qqjR f33«lt33 33 3 ^ 3 % ^ 
^3T^t I 

35T -5^ 3% 3^ t 1% 15^ 33irq 
1^331947 3ft 3RT2(00) (■^) 


^f*f%3 17^3^ 3^ 3T3r 3 TtW 3W %5ff 3%ih 3)t ^3I^f 
Pf)^ •nij««i%353 cPi^c ^3^lft #1^^3^3)1133 
^^ ^'-JJr^^^■^fT3n33l#3T3^fib# 4»43>K3ft’Pp35T^3Jf 
% 3d ^ 3T ^ T^T 33?# 331 gT3fe 

^ ^ 3q 3^ 33r ^ ^ 3 ^ 3TO 2ST5qy % 

3133# 310 ^1%»n 13^313 33R3 ^ “Pn^qaT 33 333 

3% # ^#3)R W 3n^ #f3 3!/f f q^ff^F 3l«ff 33 ^ 3f|^ 
3niM*<i % % 3^ ft)3r t 3 ^ l^nv^ 

34 Ml 3qi # lft3#33%^3T^3!*f3rft%f3ftW3 
3ft33F^3nMf3ft#3#3T^33T3TI'3#%#^^3TIWT 
33T3TIWT-WT 3^3333 33’N!1^ 3373133T3T^iqpT'^f 
3T«ff%3I3^'qK 3132(00) (##) ^3^#mt #K3I«ff 
313 25T^ ##P ( 3> ^13!^ 37 ft lfif3 H, 1947 % ITOWff 33 
^5^733 t3q#T3^f%^ ^3{t33Fi^^^f^:331# 
3q^3)3R%l 

^ #q3^ 37# W BRT % 3)P3# #377 ^1^3^ 
l#f3)t Rinsici 3FH (#f^3) 33«3q37%) 357 # 3 73 #3)H 
ft)37 337 333^ % 357 # 373#353 1^B3711J^^f 

^S^. 4 fqq# f3) % 37«737 % 33 3it 3$# #f# f 

I 33 # % i#4)K 1%371 I^IIT# 35t ■’J#I37 37T3I^ ^^73) 
^33 ## % 3773R 37 3% 33 357*f 3T T3n 337 37 

337^3373 ^Pi«D ^7^1074) 3773R 37 %37 337 37 337 33 
3f3f^ ■qqr-# ^ msii 357 %, 37 # 37 % 377 ^ 357 357 *f 

3)737 37ifWi33%T(q)3#3F337%3(t35tfifI77 3&t% 
37# 3#) 33f 37^-31^3 3>43l( i 37 ^Pf)?! 37?^3I#3 % (i|) 
q^%3|3r3'4 f^3#33% 37# 35t 35#'# 37337 37^ 371^7 

3543##37 3#33737 3TI3nf^t%1^l#Mt# % 

1^ ft3#33 % 37^ 35*H#37333# 333#7 3 * * #327 
3fe" 33337% W%7#35t f^pq357%%%% 22/- 3. 3fi7f%3 
1^ 3737,133#33 % 1%37f%3 3# ^ 7537 11 %% # %33 

##%33%333331%# f%3 3% H4|^<1 22/-3.### I 
I 33 # 377# 35t f%3 3% 337 ^ %357 377# %3^ 37 # 3^ 
357% #37 37 # 377%) ^TT# 7331%7#3R1337 ftn# 3% 
3^35730133737177#3# ^337735m% I 

l3q#33357 a7fi!3 3#3F 1135177# 35t 3% 1994 % #37 
# 73 ^ 357l%3733T3733733357%35^31998#17T37^377tl 
^P7#33 357 35337 11%) 177# 357 3#3 #3 3% # 37fl73) #% % 
35773 ^7373 3737 ■37357 ^ 3773R 37 377173 357 1%3T 377% I 
133#33 357 3F 3# # #37# t, %3? 77735R ■% %3SR7 %ai% # 
ft#3 1^ #'577%1#7^ 177# 35t^I#3R 3# ■ 373733773^77 
% 1177#%773#37 37l%3#%'3#1%. 33*371996 ■%#wl37# 
3773357 ## 1773#ni37l%357%%'37n#'STOW 3lflt 
%3% # 337 %3f 1373517 # 3737 3# # 3f% 1%#3 ^3^ 

3t "^TT# 1#15177# 35t 1^7#^ 3# ■3737 33 3SBm 11 

33777 "3^3 77^ 1%%33T7-'5«3^-1 ^«731773 177# %5 
337#3l^#337q.qi( 5*fr^-1 iil3)3C[ »1 hI337 
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'ft ^ ifNr 

3Rif^ I ’Pt ^^!tn%3n?T 

'qft'imnri^wTn^'^f^R^iit'pTTTOT faq i ^um i 
t % in«lf f^»q<| ftff iR-qf 

t41%K ■PRqr 'atw< 1^ '9iniT% % 

*sn*®ff Ri^ qJl ^Pj*f> ^fl*i'*?l*n *?>^’*iiO 

21-2-94 q5t sfl^NlPiqi ^?2iqTt 

^ ^ % «iro 251^ 3 tP?. % 

■snqtn^ ^-qi^-qiff ^ 11 ftq nflqm m %»n7Fn w 
zW^3n^3lttr, 

f*Fn '*fRiT % I in*ff ■35^ % ^iPT ’^Rif ■qr 3*^• 

^ ^ ^ 3n% ^ 3Tf^q;i(^ 11WT-WT‘«rt 
'!HHRqi!t^’T^iR% RiP**i*i ftq^qwi^iinTqj^qRT 
3n«ff 3Tf^wa<^TtqTi3ftiiH^ %3n«WHf^3«f 

mi^ihi q5T^% ft[q^q«i *qi^ ^3*1: 

fqqji^tiK RJ’«^4<i % 1^ i*Rnr T^ 1 iiT«ff % 3T^ ^ 

3PII^ %77112 

fqr % 3f1??^ % wrfwq ^ ^ ^ 

■3H%1 <i^ii Rm#rii%7pHh?T vnfq 

^rqr ^ft[5T ^f^RT ^ ^ I 

■3*3’^ ^pTR 

. 15’iH, 2004 

^iPT. «n, 852.—aihiH^ ^rT^ppm, 1947 

(1947 ^ 14 ) qft qw 17 % 3^3^ ^<q>K ^ 

%3rq^%# re f^ql^ i qlr gj^:g q» 

-3i!WiPi4h ftqK;'^%H0q wq)K^«i1Pw sfftwRor/^pT 
^=qiWT, WR> %W(lfM^T^ 84/2003)7Btqq5T^ 
4>«fl %, #^•sOh ^<%>i< qpt 11-3-2004 qitllTqT^^TTcni 

[K "q^T-l 2011 /118/2003-317l{.3nt (ift-U ) ] 

New Delhi, the 15thMarch, ^004 

S.O. 852.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herchy piiblishes the Award Ref No. 84/2003 
of the Central Govt. Industrial TribunalKnim-L4d)our Court, 
Lucknow as shown in the Annexurc, in the Indu^al 
Dispute between the management ofDena Bank and their 
workmen, received by the Central Government on 
11-03-2004. 

[No. L-12011/1 l«/2003-IR(B-II)] 

C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
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ANNEXURE 

CimRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSIRUL 
TRIBUNALCUM-LABOUR COURT, LUCKNO^ 

4 # 

PRESENT: 

Shrikant Shukla, Presiding Officer 
LD. No. 84/2003 

Rrf. No. L-12011-118/2003-IR(B-II) 
dated 14-8-2003 

Between: 

The General Secretary, 

Staff Associaticm, Dena Bank, 

C/o Dena Bank, Town Hall, 

^ Moiadabad (U.P.) 

AND 

The Regional Manager, 

DenaBank, 

28-A, Deha Bank Mdhan Shbha Maig, 

LiKknow 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide 
their order No. L-12011/118/20031R(B-II) dated 14-8-2003 
referred the following issue for adjudication to CGlT-coin- 
Labour Court, Ludcnow; 

“Whether the action of the Management of Deha 
Bank in not promoting Sh. Raiender Singh in Officer Ca4ie 
in JMG Scale-I w.e.f 24-6-2002 is just, foir and 1^7 If nbt, 
what relief the concerned workman is entitled?” 

While seriding order for adjudication to this cohrt 
notices were issued to the General Secretary, St^ff 
Association Dena Bank. Moradabad but the worker did 
not file the Statement of claim within the stipulated period. 

The court issued notice by ^gistered post to the 
worker as well as to the management, but even then tl|e 
parties did not appear in the case or filed the statement hf 
claim or written statement. 

In view of the above issue can not be adjudicated 
iqxin and accordingly the reference is un-answered. 

5-3-2004 

SHRIKANT SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 




Printed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road. Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 



